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INTRODUCTION. 


Tus doctrine of our Lord’s supreme divinity, 
to the demonstration of which the following 
work is devoted, is the grand leading doctrine 
of the Christian religion. It is not merely an 
important truth, without which the Bible 
would be less interesting, and Christianity less 
sublime; it is a truth, without which the 
‘Bible would be only a few degrees more ex- 
cellent than the Coran, and Christianity would 
be stripped of every thing that is peculiarly 
her own. This assertion has, in substance, 
been frequently made by the upholders of this 
doctrine; and as often has its truth been de- 
nied by the advocates of Unitarianism. The 
question, however, appears to lie within a very 
narrow compass. We have only to enquire 


what are the peculiar doctrines of Christianity, 
A 
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as compared with other systems of religion, to 
discover that these are the very doctrines 
which Unitarianism proscribes and condemns. 

That the religion of the Bible must be ra- 
dically and essentially different from every 
other system of religion, is what no one who 
believes that book to have been divinely in- 
spired, can consistently deny. The message, 
for the delivery of which, men were specially 
prepared of God, and endowed with miracu- 
lous powers, we may well conclude to have 
been one, equally important in its nature, and 
original in its contents. The Divine Being 
does nothing in vain; and it would be a vio- 
lation of all reason to suppose, that he,—all 
whose plans and purposes are marked with a 
simplicity of operation that testifies at once his 
wisdom and his power,—would employ such 
_a vast apparatus of means, as the inspiration 
of the Bible would imply, if he had no other 
end in view than merely to repress the exu- 
berance, or supply the deficiencies of the reli- 
gious systems previously known among men. 
Such an end could have been accomplished by 
far simpler means; and if such really were 
the ends to be gained by the communication 
to men, of the inspired volume, it would be 
difficult to parry this objection of the infidel, 
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that the Divine Being had in this one instance 
departed from his wonted simplicity, and acted 
in a manner to which no analogy or resem- 
blance could be found in any other of his visi- 
ble operations. 

When we come to look into the Bible itself, 
however, we find that this is not the case. We 
cannot peruse its contents, even cursorily and 
slightly, without discovering that it is indeed 
what such a book might be supposed to be ; 
and that it reveals to us doctrines which are 
peculiar to itself, and which, without it, man 
never could have discovered. For, whilst it 
inculcates a purer morality than any other 
system had inculcated, and developes more 
clearly than had been ever done before, the 
original principles upon which every religion - 
must proceed, it at the same time lays down 
duties, and exhibits truths, of which other re- 
ligions have not only no connected notions, but 
no notion at all. These truths, though run- 
ning through the whole inspired volume, and 
consequently exhibited in a great variety of 
combinations and connections, may be briefty 
summed up in the following particulars :— 
The total depravity, and consequent guilt of 
the human race,—the atonement of Jesus 
Christ, and the salvation of men through faith 
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Christianity at once and peremptorily rejects ; 
and no doctrine is more clearly developed, or 
more universally proceeded upon in Scripture, 
than that man is, in the sight of God, wholly 
depraved, and totally unable, by any efforts of 
his own, to regain the favour of Heaven, which, 
by his transgressions, he has forfeited. The 
testimony of such passages as the following, is 
very plain and convincing upon this point :— 
“And God saw that the wickedness of man 
was great upon the face of the earth, and that 
every imagination of the thoughts of his heart 
was only evil continually.” “ Behold, I was 
shapen in iniquity, and in sin did my mother 
conceive me.” “ How then, can man be jus- 
tified with God, or how can he be clean, that 
is born of a woman?” “It is written, there 
is none righteous, no not one. There is none 
that understandeth; there is none that seeketh 
after God. They are all gone out of the way ; 
they are together become unprofitable ; there 
is none that doeth good, no not one. By the 
deeds of the law shall no flesh be justified in his 
(God’s) sight.’”* Ofthe meaning of these passa- 
ges, (which form but a very sparing selection 


* Gen. vi. 5. Ps. li. 5. Job xxv. 4. Rom. iii, 10, 14, 
12, 20. 
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from the multitude which the Bible contains) 
there can be no doubt in any candid mind; and 
the language which they speak is confirmed by 
the voice of experience, and the deductions of 
the soundest reason. Every thing around us 
tellsusthat man has fallen. The storms and the 
tempests which devastate nature,—‘“ the pest- 
ilence that walketh in darkness, and the de- 
struction that wasteth at noon-day,”—the dis- 
eases which afflict our bodies,—the sorrows 
_ and pangs which rend our hearts, and the evil 
passions which disturb our peace, and infuse 
their bitterness into our sweetest cup, all re- 
mind us of that blight which has passed over 
the face of nature and of society, and of the 
melancholy truth, that man isno longera sinless 
being, rejoicing in the favour and protection 
of his God; but a fallen, guilty, and unhappy 
creature, from whose head the glory has de- 
parted, whose whole nature is disordered, con- 
founded, and diseased. Now, a being who is 
thoroughly depraved, can never enjoy the fa- 
vour of one who is perfectly holy and pure. 
The two are utterly estranged from each other ; 
they lie at the opposite poles of the moral 
sphere, and cannot by any possibility be made 
to unite. In two such beings there exist no 
points of unity or similitude. Their natures, 
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their desires, their feelings, their opinions, 
must be diametrically opposite ; and it is im- 
piety to suppose for a moment, that any love 
or harmony can exist between them. Nor 
with any greater propriety can we imagine, 
that a Being, whose whole nature is repugnant 
to sin, and by whom, in consistence with the 
demands of eternal justice, sin must be pun- 
ished, will ever bestow the blessings of pardon 
and justification upon a criminal, whom the 
law has condemned, and for whose derelie- 
tions no atonement to justice has been made. 
To suppose this, would be equivalent to a sup- 
position, that the Divine Being was indifferent 
to the demands of his own law, and the obli- 
gations of his own authority ; that. the sword 
of eternal justice was unsheathed in vain; and 
that the arm of Omnipotence was nerveless 
and weak. God can never connive at that 
which casts dishonour upon his character and 
government; nor in the slightest degree be 
indifferent to that which, if admitted, would 
introduce anarchy and rebellion into every de- 
partment of the universe. And though “he 
delighteth in mercy,” and “ willeth not the 
death of the sinner ;” yet, Scripture is very 
explicit in shewing us, that that mercy can be 
exercised only after an atonement has beenmade 


INTRODUCTION. xii 


to the violated law and authority of Heaven ; 
and that man, ere he can enjoy the favour and 
the fatherly love of God, “must be born 
again,” and made holy by the indwelling in- 
fluences of the Holy Spirit. 

And this scriptural assurance of the neces- 
sity of an atonement, and of a change of heart 
and life, is accompanied by an equally plain 
declaration of man’s inability to offer the one, 
or to effect the other. His sacrifices, his suf- 
ferings, his good deeds, are of no avail, either 
in the way of atoning for sin, or of destroying 
the power of sin in the soul. “ The blood of 
bulls and of goats cannot take away sin ;” 
—temporary suffering, however great, cannot 
cancel guilt which has incurred e¢ernal pun- 
ishment ; nor can obedience to one part of 
God’s law (even admitting that such obedience 
could be rendered by man) in any way com- 
pensate for the transgression of another part, 
or produce in the sinner’s bosom love to that 
law which he has broken, and by which he is 
condemned. How, then, is man to be saved ? 
or how is that atonement to be procured, with- 
out which he cannot be pardoned, and that 
holiness attained, without which he cannot see 
the Lord? To these questions the Bible alone 
furnishes an answer. There we are told, that 
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“ God, who is rich in mercy,” has himself 
provided a Saviour, by whose substitution in 
room of the guilty, satisfaction has been made 
to the divine justice, and the grand end of 
all retributive punishment—the upholding of 
God’s moral government—has been answered. 
By the voluntary obedience and death of Jesus 
Christ,—a being perfectly holy and sinless— 
the divine law has been magnified and made 
honourable, and a way opened-up for the sin- 
ner to return to God, and receive his pardon 
and his favour, By this means the price of 
redemption has been paid; and the debt of 
obedience which man owed having been can- 
celled, God is ready to forgive him the guilt 
of having incurred it. At the same time, the 
perfections of the divine character have been 
glorified ; and, if we may so speak, individu- 
alised to our conceptions, so that instead of 
appearing to our view as one blaze of majestic 
and inapproachable radiance, they have been 
separately thrown upon the plane of our ob- 
servation, and the spectrum, in all its harmo- 
nious variety, has delighted, instructed, and 
amazed our minds. 

This doctrine, though by no means opposed 
to the conclusions of enlightened reason, is so 
greatly above the conception of the most pow- 
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erful mind, apart from revelation, that many 
refuse to receive it into their creed. Were 
this the proper place, the various objections 
of such might be met and answered: but it is 
unnecessary. The testimony of Scripture up- 
on the point is plain and unequivocal ; and 
where Scripture speaks plainly upon any sub- 
ject, it is not for us to reject its statements, 
however much they may seem to be opposed to 
our natural reason.* The passages in which 
the fact of Christ’s substitution, and the merit 
of his vicarious sufferings are spoken of, are 
almost multitudinous. The following may be 
selected as a specimen.t ‘ He was wounded 
for our transgressions, he was bruised for our 
iniquities ; the chastisement of our peace was 
upon him, and with his stripes we are healed. 
All we like sheep have gone astray ; we have 
turned every one into his own way ; and the 
Lord hath laid on him the iniquity of us all.” 
** Who was delivered for our offences and 
raised again for our justification.” ‘* For he 


* The reader will find some admirable remarks upon 
this point in Locke’s Essay on the Hum. Und. B. iv. 
cap. 18.; and in Dr Wardlaw’s Discourses on the Soc. 
Cont. p. 1—28. 

+ For a more ample enumeration, see § x, and xi. of 
the following treatise. 
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made him to be sin for us, who knew no sin; 
that we might be made the righteousness of 
God in him.” “ Christ hath redeemed us 
from the curse of the law, having been made 
a curse for us: for it is written, Cursed is 
every one that hangeth on atree.” This is a 
faithful saying, and worthy of all acceptation, 
that Christ Jesus came into the world to save 
sinners.”* Against these passages no plea of 
mistranslation can be urged; and they are 
taken from books, the canonical authority of 
which cannot be doubted. Their testimony, 
therefore, is as unexceptionable as it is une- 
quivocal and plain ; and nothing, we are per- 
suaded, but the searing influence of a deter- 
mined adherence to preconceived notions, can 
prevent every one from feeling their force. 
The language which they utter, is that of 
simple unmetaphorical assertion, divested of 
all attempts at rhetorical parade, and perfectly 
free from the slightest ambiguity ; and no ef- 
fort of ingenuity can extort from them any 
thing but a distinct and unqualified declara- 


* Isaiah liii. 5, 6. (see Dr Smith’s translation of, and 
note upon this passage, in his “‘ Four Discourses, &c.” 


p- 28.) Rom. iv. 2—5. 2 Cor. v. 21. Gal. iii. 13. 1 Tim. 
5.15. 
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tion that Christ appeared as a substitute for 
the guilty, and that his death was a voluntary 
and vicarious sacrifice for the transgressions of 
mankind. In other passages we are assured 
of the Father’s satisfaction in the work of his 
Son, and of his acceptance of the offered sa- 
crifice, and gracious willingness, in virtue of 
it, to pardon the sins of all who will come 
unto him through Christ.* The way for man’s 
redemption is thus cleared, and the gate of 
paradise is opened before him. The favour of 
God is once more placed within his reach ; 
and the invitations of God are addressed to 
him, calling upon him to come and accept the 
proffered mercy. And the man who listens to 
these, be he the vilest of the vile, shall be re- 
ceived by his offended God, and be blessed 
with the pardon of all his sins; for “ there is 
now no condemnation to them who are in 
Christ Jesus, who walk not after the flesh but : 
after the Spirit.’+ 

Nor is pardon the only blessing which the 
believer receives from the work of Christ; he 
also obtains the gift of God’s Holy Spirit to 
dwell in his heart, and deliver him from the 


* See among others, Rom. vi. 4. 2 Cor. v. 19, 2 Pet. 
by bd 
+ Rom, vii. 1. 
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power and the love of sin. Man is, by nature, 
not only guilty, but also depraved. He isthe 
enemy of God by nature and by wicked works.* 
And a perfect salvation would be one which 
freed him from both his depravity and his 
guilt,—from the inherent evils as well as the 
penal consequences of sin. But such a salva- 
tion has been provided by the atonement of 
Christ. “ Him hath God exalted with his 
right hand, to be a Prince and a Saviour, to 
give repentancet to Israel, and forgiveness of 
sins.’ He hath been “ made a curse for us, 
that we might receive the promise of the Spi- 
rit through faith.” God has instituted an in- 
separable connection between justification and 
sanctification ; so that the one is never found 
apart from the other. And when a man is 
led to see the danger of sin, and the necessity 
of seeking refuge from God’s wrath in the 
atonement of Christ, he is at the same time 
instructed into the exceeding sinfulness of sin, 
and the deep importance of being delivered 
from its influence and power. ‘The seeds of 
holiness are thus sown into his heart,—the 


* wsravouy, “ mentis \mutatio; vite, animi, morum 
emendatio.”—-Wahl. Clavis N. 7. 
+ Acts v. 31. Gal. iii, 14, 
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elements of spiritual life are breathed into his 
soul,—and with him old things have passed 
away, and all things have become new.”* 
From loving sin and delighting in iniquity, he 
comes to love God, and to find his highest 
pleasure in his service. His life becomes a 
course of progressive excellence,—‘ as the 
shining light that shineth more and more un- 
to the perfect day.”t And supported by that 
Saviour who redeemed him from destruction ; 
and guided by that Spirit whose office it is to 
instruct, and direct, and comfort the saints ; 
he is enabled to fight the good fight, and at 
last, having finished his course, having kept 
the faith, to receive that “ crown of right- 
eousness which the Lord, the righteous judge, 
shall give unto him at that day.”+ 

The above remarks, cursory and inadequate 
to the subject as they are, may yet serve to 
show that the grand peculiarity of the Chris- 
tian faith, is the doctrine of Christ’s merito- 
rious atonement as the only means of our ac- 
ceptance with God. This doctrine is found in 
no other system of religion that has ever been 
devised ; whilst in the Bible it occupies all the 
prominency of a leading and fundamental 


*2Cor.v. 17. + Prov.iv. 18. $2 Tim. iv. 7, 8. 
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truth. It isin fact the centre of the system, 
around which all the other doctrines, with 
their accompanying duties, cluster and revolve. 
It is the doctrine which alone renders the Bible 
consistent with itself, and shows the harmony 
of its various parts ;—which alone gives mean- 
ing to the rites and ceremonies of the Old dis- 
pensation, and efficiency to the ordinances 
and admonitions of the New. It is, in short, 
the only doctrine which harmonises the attri- 
butes of the Deity, which casts light upon 
man’s future destiny, and which rescues Chris- 
tianity from being placed upon a level with 
religions which have sprung from nothing 
better than the reveries of philosophers, the 
superstitions of the vulgar, or the devices of 
crafty and designing men. 

Now, this doctrine is inseparably connected 
with that of our Lord’s divinity ; and is, in- 
deed, entirely dependent upon it; as it was 
in virtue of his uniting in one person the hu- 
man and divine natures, that he was qualified 
to become our substitute, and to stand be- 
tween God and us. It was necessary that. he 
should put on humanity, in order that he 
might really become the representative of 
man—that he might be able to enter into our 
feelingsand circumstances ; and that sin might 
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be punished, and this law of God magnified 
in the nature in which the one was commit- 
ted and the other broken. It was equally ne- 
cessary that he should be divine, in order that 
his satisfaction might be worthy the accep- 
tance of God. For it is obvious that, as no 
creature is exempt from an obligation on its 
own part, to obey the whole law of God, so 
no creature can ever obey that law for another. 
The highest created intelligence can do no 
more that his duty ; and the very idea of such 
an one purchasing, by any effort of obedience, 
the pardon of another creature, is too palpably 
absurd to require refutation. No extent of 
suffering, moreover, sustained by a creature, 
could in any way have attained the grand end 
of an atonement for sin, viz. the manifesta- 
tion of the divine perfections in the pardon 
of the transgressor. There would have been 
an obvious injustice in laying upon any crea- 
ture the weight of innumerable sins of which 
he was perfectly innocent ; whilst at the same 
time, the agonies of a mere creature would 
never have testified so emphatically the di- 
vine abhorrence of sin, or the inalienable au- 
thority of the divine law, as was done by the 
voluntary sufferings of one, who was subject 
to no will but his own, who was innocent of 
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every sin, and owed allegiance to no superior 
authority. Besides, it enters into the notion 
of a mediator, that he should be one who is 
competent to stand between both parties, and 
propose terms to each. But what creature 
can stand between man and God; or what 
finite intelligence can describe what course of 
conduct it would be best for the Deity to fol- 
low? “Who hath directed the spirit of the 
Lord, or being his counsellor hath taught 
him?’* No; to mediate between God and 
man would be an office to which no creature, 
not even the most gifted archangel, would be 
adequate ; and therefore, it is necessary that 
he who appears in such a character should 
be what Scripture delares Christ to have been, 
“ God manifest in the flesh.”t ; 
The force of this conclusion, Socinians of 
the present day are at no loss to perceive ; 
and, accordingly, with a consistency which is 
certainly laudable ; but at the same time with 
a reckless temerity which is awfully indica- 
tive of the absence of religious feeling ; they 
have expunged from their creed, all those 
doctrines which we have already shewn to be 
peculiar to Christianity.t They concur in re- 


* Isa, xl. 13. + 1 Tim. iii. 16, 
$ See Belsham’s Review of Wilberforce’s Enquiry, p. 170. 
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garding religion as merely the possession of 
good moral principles and correct habits ; 
and in looking upon the practice of virtue, as 
that which is to be the ground of their accep- 
tance with God. The divinity of Christ they 
esteem as a figment—his atonement as a chi- 
mera—and the work of the Holy Spirit as 
an absurdity—and the doctrine of man’s de- 
pravity, and of a future state of eternal woe 
for the impenitent, as the creations of a de- 
luded fancy, or the inventions of a crafty 
priesthood. All that man has to do in this 
world, they tell us, is to cultivate religious 
habits, if he can; and if he cannot, it is no 
fault of his, as these habits are the result of a 
certain “state of the brain,” over which he 
has no controul.* And yet, after they have 
thus degraded Christianity, and stripped her 
of every thing that most evidently betokened 
her celestial origin, they nevertheless blame 
us as bigotted and narrow-minded if we deno- 
minate them by their true name—the enemies 
of Christianity. But what else can we call 
them? If we call them Christians, our own 
definition of the term will bear witness against 

* See Dr Belsham’s Works as quoted by Dr Magee, 
* Discourses and Dissertations, &c.” vol. ii. p. 348. 
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us; and we cannot call them the friends of 
Christianity, seeing they reject and repudiate 
all that is peculiar to that system. How much 
better would it be, were they at once to lay 
aside the mask, and professedly unite them- 
selves to the advocates of natural religion, 
to whom in heart they have been joined so 
long! And how foolish, after they have stre- 
nuously declared that their best wishes are 
with the enemy, to linger any longer within 
the precincts of the camp! Aperie dicite non 
vos credere Christi Evangelio: nam qui Evan- 
gelio quod vultis creditis, quod vultis non cre- 
ditis, vobis potius quam Evangelio creditis !”* 
When we contend, then, for the divinity of 
Christ, it is not for any mere out-post of our 
spiritual camp, that we exert our strength, 
but for the citadel itself, in which our last 
hopes, and all that is dear to us are deposited. 
In defence of this cardinal doctrine, much has 
been written by men of great eminence and 
talent ; and no one who will take the trouble 
to study their works, need remain ignorant of 
the solid foundation of scripture and reason 
on which it stands. At the same time, there 
are many who have it not in their power to 


* August. ant Faust. quoted by Magee, vol. ii, p.339. 
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devote. themselves to the study of the larger 
works upon this subject; and to whom, ac- 
cordingly, a brief, clear, and comprehensive 
view of the scriptural evidence in favour of 
the divinity of Jesus Christ, would be of great 
‘importance. To such we would commend 
the following treatise of Dr Wynpersse, per- 
suaded that they will derive from the perusal 
of it, high satisfaction and benefit. They 
will find it simple, perspicuous, and scrip- 
tural; and pervaded with a fine tone of piety 
and judicious zeal. It is the produce of no 
hasty or intemperate effort, but the fruit of 
long meditation and patient research. With- 
out any exhibition of learning, there are evident 
marks ofa highly cultivated and well informed 
mind pervading the work ; and, occasionally, 
the reader will meet with arguments conduct- 
ed with much skill, penetration, and origina- 
lity. Throughout the whole, the author has 
made brevity his great object ; and while this 
has prevented the introduction of any thing 
extrinsic to the subject, it has also led, in some 
instances, to a degree of compression border- 
ing on obscurity, as well as to the omission of 
some points of importance, at least in the 
present state of the controversy. It is hoped, 
however, that in the present edition, the liber- 
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ties which in a few instances have been taken 
with the English text, and the addition of a 
few notes in the Appendix, will render these 
slight defects less perceptible. 

The work was originally composed as an 
Essay for a prize, offered by the “Society 
at the Hague, for the defence of the Doctrines 
of Revelation, in. opposition to the attacks of 
modern reformers ;”"——a society which took its 
rise in the Synod of Holland, assembled at 
Dort, in 1785 ;—for the best demonstration 
of Christ’s true and eternal divinity. Shortly 
after its publication it was translated from the 
Dutch by the late Mr Hall of Rotterdam, 
and published in London in 1794. It has 
received the approbation of very competent 
judges ;* and is now republished in the hope 
of being made more generally known and 
more extensively useful.—Nothing can be 
more amiable or excellent, than the spirit in 
which it is written. The author unites most 
beautifully the dignity of truth, with the ear- 
nestness of persuasion ; and preserves through- _ 
out, the character of one whose own faith is 
firmly established, and who is solicitous to 
bring others into the same condition. He 

* See Dr. J. P. Smith’s Scrip. Test. Vol. J]. p. 4 
III. p. 313; and Four Discourses, p. 297. 
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exhibits nothing of that bitterness of spirit, 
or that tortuous and uncandid mode of argu- 
ment, which so much characterises the writ- 
ings of those who espouse the opposite side of 
the question. With them the support of their 
system seems to be the only object of desire ; 
and to attain this, they have scrupled at no 
resource, however disingenuous, at no exped- 
ient however uncandid or absurd ; rem si 
possis recte ; st non, quocunque modo rem. What 
they could not explain they have altered, what 
they could not refute they have ridiculed, 
and what they could not dilute or weaken by 
their glosses, they have audaciously expunged 
from the word of God. From such a spirit 
nothing can be more averse than that of our 
author; and indeed, of every sincere and 
right-judging man. In a controversy upon 
a subject of such importance, and involving, 
not the mere interests of party, but all that is 
most sacred and important, nothing can be 
more unseemly or sinful, than the indulgence 
of a light and trifling spirit, or the prostrating 
of truth before the shrine of private opinion | 
or public ambition. It is about the character 
and person of no ordinary or indifferent being 
that we contend ; but of one before whose bar 
we must all stand to be judged of the deeds 
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done in the body. This, whatever Socinians 
may think of it, is a solemn consideration. 
Happy that man whose faith is fixed on the 
Rock of Ages, and who can look forward to 
that’ day with confidence and peace! Happy 
that man who can say with the apostle “I 
know whom I have believed, and am persuad- 
ded that he is able to keep that which I have 
committed unto him against that day,” 2 Tim. 
i. 12. 
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SECTION. I. 


THE INCREASING DENIAL OF CHRIST’S DIVINITY 
IS REMARKABLE. : 


A premium offered for a good demonstration 
of Christ’s true divinity! Is it, then, a diffi- 
culty in the eighteenth century of the Chris- 
tian era, to determine what we should be- 
lieve, with regard to him who is our peace, our 
life, our hope ?* 3 

In the earliest periods of the church, there 
were some, both private professors and public 
teachers, who did not continue in that simple, 
but powerful confidence of faith, by which 
the christians who walked in the footsteps of 
the apostles, piously reverenced and thank- 


a Eph. ii, 14. Col. iii, 4, 1 Tim. i. 1. 
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fully followed, the Lord Jesus Christ, in 
whose love and cross they found their re- 
demption, and from whose glory and power 
they derived their consolation in affliction and 
death. The suppression of the means of 
knowledge, the intercepted intercourse of the 
dispersed churches, and especially, the preju- 
dices introduced by Jews and heathens, con- 
tributed to effect this degeneracy. 

The religious liberty under Constantine, 
and the growing respect for the clergy, were 
also the causes of divisions: and thereby, the 
warm temper and fertile genius of Arius, 
found an opportunity of broaching his doc- 
trine concerning the Son, as a being between 
God and a creature; a doctrine which, by 
giving it a more polished turn, and making it 
more conformable to the scriptural style, than 
the Gnostics had done, he rendered produc- 
tive of important and lasting consequences. 

When the darkness of the middle ages re- 
tired, and the holy courage of the reformers 
was zealously exerted, and their extensive 
learning successfully employed, in purifying 
religion from the errors with which it was 
blended ; it was easy to foresee that some 
would make still wider schisms. Among 
others, arose Socinus; who, with his adhe- 
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rents, ranked the Saviour’s divinity among 
the inventions of a destructive superstition. 
But that now, after so much investigation, 
and in ‘the midst of so much light, these dif- 
ferences should still exist ; and not only so, 
but that the sceptics with respect to Christ’s 
eternal divinity, should, in spite even of the 
profession of the societies with which they 
are connected, increase ;—that many christian 
teachers should be in doubt about the char- 
acter of their great Master, and at a loss what 
rank to assign him in their schemes of divini- 
ty ;* that many should even refuse him the 
dignity which is allowed him by Arians and 
semi-Arians, and consider himas a mere human 
teacher, peculiarly raised up and qualified of 
God, to restore the fundamental doctrines of 
rational religion,—such as the being, the unity, 
and the providence of God ; the law of love, 


and a future judgment:—this is a matter 
which deserves our serious attention, and 
which cannot fail to excite the pious concern 
of every true christian. 


’ * See Appendix, Note A. 


33 THE DIVINITY OF 


SECTION II. 


NO PROOF IN THAT DENIAL AGAINST THIS 
DOCTRINE. 


Must we deplore this change in the doc- 
trine, as an ungrateful and most dangerous 
apostacy, from the Lord Jesus Christ and his 
saving grace? Or is it a good effect of the 
greater light of the present age, and a proof 
that the doctrine cannot bear the trial of time 
and of strict enquiry? Many errors vanish, 
when truth gains the victory: and doctrines 
or disputed questions, formerly canvassed 
with much acrimony, after a course of time, 
fall of themselves into contempt. 

It is not, however, an established point, 
that the following times always know the 
truth better than the preceding ; that impor- 
tant principles, formerly adopted with reason, 
never afterwards become obscure; that an 
age, in some respects enlightened and advanc- 
ing in the fine arts, does not, at the same 
time, either remain ignorant of other arts, or 
decline in the knowledge of them. 

The history of nations and of their refine- 
ment; the different course of the exercises of 
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the mind; the examples of the famous Greeks 
and Romans, might furnish us with abundant 
evidence of the truth of this remark. Were 
the question here, concerning any principles 
of mathematics, of chemistry, or of astrono- 
my, no vain suspicions would arise, from an 
increasing aversion to them, that they were 
false. Nor is it evident, that the same in- 
ference would not be made as to ethics 
and politics, concerning which so much is 
written. But the light that is thrown upon 
corporeal objects by experiments, does not 
suffer us to conclude, that we are able to form 
juster conceptions of things that come not 
within the notice of the senses. We must not, 
at least, build the momentous truths of reli- 
gion on the passing stream of a fashionable 
opinion, or upon any prejudices of authority 
and restraint, but upon the sure grounds of 
rational demonstration. Where could we 
otherwise find any limitation to truth? For 
in our times, there are not only men of un- 
derstanding, but also protestant teachers, who 
avowedly deny the divine origin of some parts 
of Scripture, the immutable authority of others, 
the limited and literal sense of the sacred his- 
torical narratives, and the everlasting autho- 
rity of the Bible over our faith and practice. 
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The consequence of this is, many reject Chris- 
tianity altogether ; and (which always hap- 
pens, when reason wants or despises the salu- 
tary instructions and aids of revelation,) they 
betake themselves to the principles of natural 
religion. The divine authority of moral laws, 
divine punishments, the immortality of the 
soul, and the existence and providence of God, 
are disowned more in the present, than in ced 
preceding age. 


SECTION III. 
THE PRINCIPAL CAUSES OF THIS DENIAL ASSIGNED. 


As many, belonging to such religious so- 
cleties as constantly acknowledge the. divini- 
ty of Christ to be a capital truth, now shew 
less steadfastness, or are inclined to disavow 
it; this must excite a suspicion, at least, of 
the truth of that doctrine, if powerful, but by 
no means justifiable, causes of that turn of 


thinking could not be found in the temper of 
ourown times. Let us mention some of these, 


without, at present, attending to the more 
particular principles from which the opposi- 
\ 
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tion of many to that doctrine has, in former 
or later times, arisen. 

That Jesus of Nazareth was of human ex- 
traction ; that he partook of the innocent in- 
firmities of our nature, was brought up in 
poverty, accused of crimes, and, in the vigour 
of life, was put to death in the most ignomi- 
nious manner, by the sentence of a civil judge ; 
that he was, at the same time, the true and 
eternal God, and nevertheless also the Son of 
God ; seems so strange to the human under- 
standing, is so very different from the whole 
course of nature, and appears to the philoso- 
pher so justly suspicious, that nothing but a 
well confirmed testimony from God himself, 
either will or can produce conviction. None 
adhere to such a doctrine, except led to it 
either in imitation of others, and upon their 
authority, or apparent demonstration, all which 
is without any sure foundation ; or in conse- 
quence of a personal and close examination 
of a revelation from God, so infallible, that 
no man of common understanding can, with- 
out absurdity, withhold his belief of it. But, 
as sensual pleasure, temporal advantage, and 
worldly business, always interfere with reli- 
gious exercises ;- so there is a general com- 
plaint, with respect to the loose and unchris- 
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tian manner in which youth are educated. 
The diligent and daily use of God’s word, 
both in the family and the closet, so much 
in esteem among the Protestants immediately 
after the Reformation, is exceedingly rare. 
A torrent of new writings, less adapted to 
convey useful instruction, than to afford 
amusement, to gratify an idle curiosity, and 
to encourage a frivolous waste of precious 
time, has banished the Bible.—Children, after 
a short and defective education, and such as 
they are apt to despise, are allowed to make 
a public profession of the religion to which 
they have been accustomed, by joining in the 
holy communion: but this is done in so slight 
and superficial a manner, that the least banter, 
in a libertine company, is sufficient to unhinge 
every good principle, and efface every good 
impression.—Such professors, as also people 
of rank, though in other matters ingenious 
and learned, continue in the same old track, 
attend the church, and adhere to the doctrines 
which are taught there: but, as they never 
examine the foundation of their faith, they re- 
main unsettled, and fall before the assaults of 
Infidelity—When the principles of the Eng- 
lish Deists (for the most part shrewd _philoso-~ 
phers, but whose style of writing was dry and 
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unpopular) made less progress on the conti. 
nent ; anumber of libertine Frenchmen attack- 
ed the Holy Scriptures and the doctrines of 
Christianity, not by solid argument and sound 
reason, but by giving way to a sportful fancy ; 
by artful insinuations, witty allusions, ludi- 
crous representations, banter and ridicule; and 
this mode of attack made a great impression, 
especially on such as had received a more po- 
lished education. Their profane scoffs, and 
ill-applied wit, infused into the unguarded 
the poison of scepticism ; to extract which, a 
deeper investigation was necessary, than that 
to which they were either able or willing to 
submit. Now, if young scholars, who have 
been thus corrupted in their defenceless state, 
and never radically recovered, should after- 
wards rise to offices in the state, or to other 
situations of extensive influence; will they 
not be obliged, either to accommodate their 
secret infidelity to their public profession, or 
to propagate more widely their false and im- 
pious principles among men? 

A persuasion of the importance of such 
truths as are not the objects of our senses, and 
above the light of reason; and a well-directed 
zeal respecting their application and success, 
are of great use in leading men to acknowledge 
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them. The times of persecution had a ten- 
dency to keep alive a zeal for invisible things, 
when repose, goods, and life, were risked for 
the sake of Christ; when men were obliged to 
look about for some sure ground of consola- 
tion, and could hope for this in Christ, in the 
midst of losses, banishments, and cruel tor- 
ments. These times, blessed be God! are 
past. Different religious sects exercise mu- 
tual forbearance ; the animosities which for- 
merly prevailed, subside ; heaven is esteemed 
open to professors of doctrines diametrically 
opposed to one another ; and it is considered 
as generous to honour their liberty and parts. 
Be it so. But that civil toleration and indul- 
gence, which is granted to Jews and heathens, 
is not always distinguished, or kept pure, from 
an unbecoming and dangerous indifference 
respecting God, his worship, and the real way 
-to salvation. Orthodox principles, an accu- 
rate knowledge, and a discreet vindication of 
true religion, are, first in the less, and then in 
the more important points, found to be unne- 
cessary ; and, inregard to mixed conversation, 
they are unreasonable and odious. What 
zeal, as to articles of faith, can be expected, 
for instance, from people who never dared to 
converse with their children and families con- 
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cerning their eternal salvation? What can be 
expected from those who are indifferent about 
what is said of their Redeemer ; who may be 
content, when their teacher describes his hear- 
ers as in a state of condemnation in the sight 
of God, solely with a view to lead them to the 
merits of Christ for salvation, and represents 
them and himself as such in prayer ; but who 
with as much satisfaction hear a teacher that, 
in the pulpit, is almost silent about Christ, and 
who does not set so much value on the dignity 
of the Saviour’s person, or on the necessity of 
his work? What love for the truth can those 
teachers have, who, very differently from Je- 
sus and his apostles, very differently from the 
great luminaries of the church in the six~ 
teenth century, think it lawful to undertake © 
the office of the ministry, and to receive salar- 
ies from churches, to whose confessions of 
faith they conform, without believing them, 
till the way is prepared for spreading contrary 
sentiments ? 

Men of letters, who wish to be celebrated 
for their genius and industry, cannot succeed 
in this, by adhering to common sentiments ; 
and are often desirous to pronounce decisive 
sentences concerning them; to look back with 
contempt on eminent divines and reformers, 
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whose prudent zeal and comprehensive know- 
ledge they cannot equal; and to obtain the 
praise of being more enlightened, by asserting 
that the mysteries of religion are for the most 
part useless. Their self-confidence proceeds 
to give a far-fetched turn to the proofs of 
these doctrines, or to regard them as impro- 
per; and thus, in effect, to deny whatever 
stands in the way, and pronounce it good-for- 
_ nothing. By neglecting to set bounds to these 
liberties, many modern teachers have been 
perhaps carried further than they at first in- 
tended. They began, for example, with the 
existence and operations of angels ; they pro- 
ceeded to the account of the divine appear- 
ances ; and then, by degrees, to that of mir- 
acles and extraordinary inspirations, and to 
whatever is supernatural in the word of God; 
and thus the Christian became a Deist. © 

A later strain of philosophy, under the ap- 
pearance of a fine demonstration, fondly en- 
larges on the infinite goodness of God; in 
order to prove that, as the Supreme Being 
stands in need of nothing for himself, the hap- 
piness of his creatures is the highest end of 
his works; that his laws are not authoritative 
commands and requisitions, but only friendly 
counsels and parental prescriptions, as means 
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to promote our welfare; that our obligation 
to obey them does not arise from our absolute 
dependance on God for creation and preserva- 
tion, (which would savour too much of the 
despotic principles of Hobbes) but consists 
properly in our natural and innocent desire of 
happiness; that from the neglect of those pre- 
scriptions, no judicial punishments are to be 
dreaded, but only that evil and infelicity which 
naturally spring from it; that sinners, on re- 
turning, either at present or afterwards, to 
those useful rules, and falling in with God’s 
gracious intentions, become happy of them- 
selves. Satisfaction to God’s threatening law, 
supernatural doctrines, and positive precepts, 
are, here unnecessary. By this scheme the 
doctrine of salvation is wonderfully clear and 
simple: proceeding on the greatness and good- 
ness of God ; on our confidence in him amidst 
the evils of life, and on the duties of justice 
and love towards others. Yo instruct us in all 
which, Christ, the best of men, (a man only 
being necessary) was sent, when the under- 
standing of arrogant Jews and idolatrous hea- 
thens was too dull to comprehend them by the 
light of reason. Thus, there is but little ne- 
cessity for the gospel to the modern enlighten- 


ed nations! How feebly will the evangelical 
D 
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mysteries be vindicated by teachers, and main- 
tained by magistrates, who are educated in 
such principles! 

As in this last scheme, there is a gross 
abuse of the doctrine of the divine goodness, 
which is as inconsistent with true philosophy, 
as with the whole tenor of revelation concern- 
ing the majesty and grace of God; so ought 
the first mentioned principles, which render 
men insensible of the need they have of a spi- 
ritual physician, to excite the sincere Christian 
to be more solicitous in obtaining information 
for himself, with respect to the redemption 
which is in Christ.* 


SECTION IV, 


HOW TO DIRECT OUR INQUIRY. 


In our researches upon this subject, we 
must have recourse to divine testimony in the 
holy Scripture, by which alone we know 
Christ. In this point, the orthodox and the 
Arians of old, concurred ; and in this, Roman 
Catholics, orthodox Protestants, and Socinians 


* See App. Note B. 
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also, areagreed. It is true, many among such. 
as call themselves Christians, are now dispos- 
ed to be sceptical with regard to the authority 
of Scripture, and also concerning the mysteries 
which Scripture contains. But, as every thing 
must not be handled at once, and as in the 
examination of any Christian doctrine, the 
divine authority of revelation as the founda- 
tion of Christianity, must be taken for grant- 
ed; so, it would be quite inconsistent with 
reason, to reject a well-established doctrine, 
because a particular opinion is not conform- 
able to it; or,in any serious dispute concerning 
a proposition relating to the Supreme God- 
head, which some look upon as irrational or 
incredible, but others as sublime, highly in- 
teresting, and consistent with reason, not to 
leave the decision of it to the information 
which God has given. Nevertheless, we shall 
not pass unnoticed, objections urged from rea- 
son. 

It has pleased the Divine goodness, to pro- 
pose the doctrines of our faith, not in distinct 
articles methodically arranged, but to inter- 
weave them in the relation of circumstances, 
or in exhortations to duties. But it must be 
observed, that the determination of any con- 
troverted point, does not depend on single or 
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detached expressions. How highly, for in- 
stance, is the Saviour celebrated at one time, 
and, at another, how much distinguished from 
God! Expressions, consequently, scattered 
throughout the word of God, must be compar- 
ed, rash conclusions avoided, and well-ground- 
ed distinctions and solutions allowed. All 
prejudices being laid aside, the Scriptures 
must be carefully read, and a particular atten- 
tion paid to God’s declarations concerning his 
Son, and the way of salvation, and to the man- 
ner in which the Saviour of the world is pro- 
posed for our acceptance. If thus we enquire, 
submitting with reverence to the instructions 
of Christ and his ambassadors, we shall find 
his word, when fairly and justly interpreted,* 
bearing witness to his divine excellence and 
glory. 

Were we to mention all that has been writ- 
ten on this important subject,—the number of 
passages in Scripture that relate to it, their 
true reading in the original language, or their 
meaning and application,—it would fill a li- 
brary. But this is not our intention. I con- 
sider it as most appropriate to the design of a 
concise treatise, to produce some of the least 


* See App. note C. 
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doubtful evidences of Christ’s eternal divinity, 
to represent them in the simplest manner, and, 
particularly, to contrast them with the scepti- 
cal notions of the present times, in such a way, 
that the honest enquirer may be confirmed in 
the truth, whilst objections will perhaps, by 
this means, be better obviated, than if they 
were particularly stated and refuted. I find 
it also necessary, for the sake of brevity, to be 
totally silent with regard to the writers who 
have espoused either side of the question, and 
to confine myself entirely to scriptural proofs. 
These, I may moreover remark, shall be se- 
lected from those books whose canonical au- 
thority is undisputed, and which contain abun- 
dant matter to prove the truth of the doctrine 
in question. 

If ever this treatise shall see the light, I pray 
God that it may, with the divine blessing, 
tend to convince and establish those sincere 
inquirers after truth, who do not wish to dis~ 
parage the word of God, or the Lord Jesus ; 
but yet (and we know with affection the anx- 
ious struggle of some) dare not adopt our sen- 
timents; who on the divine testimony, look 
upon the Son as the Saviour of men, but are 
averse, upon the same testimony, from ascrib- 
ing to his person that dignity, and to his work 
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that efficacy by which alone he can save us, 
and on account of which he is worthy of our 
confidence and everlasting gratitude! May it 
also be of use to those who, while they ac- 
knowledge his divinity, have many difficulties 
concerning it! For myself I can say, that I 
have found much pleasure in contemplating 
this doctrine, which has been the subject of 
my thoughts for fifty years past. The result 
I have thought proper to comprise within a 
small compass, and to reduce to certain heads 
or sections, the scriptural proofs of Christ’s 
true and eternal divinity. If the reader shall 
find any of these unsatisfactory, we entreat 
him not to allow that fault of the writer, whe- 
ther true or supposed, to draw off his attention 
from those that remain. As we have endea- 
voured not to number but to weigh them, so 
they depend not upon a few passages of Scrip- 
ture. Though not one word which God has 
spoken, is indifferent to us, yet we know that, 


for several reasons, all proofs have not the 
same influence on all. 
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SECTION V. 
CHRIST’S DIVINE NAMES. 


Names serve to distinguish objects ; and in 
Scripture, the names of God are used to dis- 
tinguish him from other beings. Christ’s true 
divinity is, therefore, justly acknowledged, 
from the consideration, that the word of truth 
represents him under the peculiar and distin- 
guishing names of the Supreme Being. Nor 
are these names ascribed to him in a vague, 
improper, or feeble manner, but in the plain- 
est and most emphatical sense. When the 
Jews said that he made himself God, he de- 
clared that he was greatly above human rulers, 
to whom the law, in a lower sense, had said, 
«Ye are gods.” 

He is often emphatically called Gon, 6¢0¢ 
ésoc, “ in the beginning was the Word, and 
the Word was with God, and the Word was 
God.” When theesteem of Thomas for Christ 
was confirmed by his being assured of Christ’s 
resurrection from the dead, he did not cry in 
wild confusion, “O God!” but answered and 


6 John x. 33-36. ¢ John i. I. 
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said, “ My Lord, and my God!’ in the same 
manner as Mary had just before said to him, 
“ Rabonni !”* and the confession of both met 
with his approbation. The apostle, more- 
over, says, “ Whose are the fathers, and of 
whom as concerning the flesh, Christ came, 
who is over all, God blessed for ever, Amen.” 
“But unto the Son he saith, thy throne, O 
God, is for ever and ever ; therefore God, even 
thy God, hath anointed thee with the oil of 
gladness above thy fellows.’ These passages 
are so significant, that the objections thrown 
out against them are as easily as they are ef- 
fectually refuted by just criticism.* 

The name Lorp as applied to Christ in 
Scripture, obliges us to acknowledge and hon- 
our him as divine. Every where he is called 
the Lord, o xvgses, by way of excellence, and 
above all creatures. He is the Lord of all,» 
he is Lord of lords: He did not first become 
such, as a reward for his doctrine and suffer- 
ings. The angel announced him at his birth, 
as Christ the Lord.*® Before his birth, Elisa- 
beth calls him her Lord ;! and long before this 


4d John xx. 28. e ver. 16. f Rom. ix. 5, - 
compare i. 3, 4. & Heb, i. 8, 9. * See App. Note D. 
h Acts x. 36. Rom. x. 12. i Rey. xix. 16. 
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period, king David gives him the same title™ 
In his deepest humiliation and affliction he 
was the Lord." He is “the Lord of glory ;”° 
certainly not of an earthly glory, but of that 
which is called ‘the glory of the Lord ;”P 
inthe Old Testament, “ the glory of Jehovah ;” 
and on account of which God is also called 
“the God of glory.”4 That glory was reveal- 
ed by the splendour imparted to saints and an- 
gels ;* but none of these ever had the glory of 
ihe Lord. The force of the name Lorp is 
taught us by Paul, when he says, ‘‘ There be 
lords many, but unto us there is but one Lord, 
Jesus Christ, by whom are all things, and we 
by him.”* It is true that he at the same time 
says, ‘‘ to us thereis but one God, the Father, 
of whom are all things, and we in him ;” 
which might create a suspicion, as if God and 
Lord were contrasted, and Christ called “the 
Lord,” because he is not “ God equal to the 
Father.’t But this is of so little weight, that, 
on the contrary, we prove the divinity of Christ 


m Matt. xxii. 4245. If from this place it is conclud- 
ed that Psal. cx. 1., should be read not Adoni but 
Adonai, the proof becomes stronger, though without 
that it is sufficient. n Luke xxii. 6]. xxiii. 42. 

°1 Cor. ii, 8 P 2 Cor. iii. 18. iv. 6. 4 Acts vii. 21. 

r Lukeii. 9. 1 Pet. v. 4. Rev. xxi. 11. § 1 Cor. viii. 6. 

t 1 Cor. xii. 5, 6. 
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from the name Lord, for this reason particu- 
larly, that he bears that name, not in opposi- 
tion to, but in common with the Father; and 
both in opposition to all other beings.* That 
name is constantly, in the New Testament, 
given now to the Father, and then to Christ ; 
and sometimes repeatedly to the one after the 
other ;" so that it is often doubtful for which 
of the two it is intended. Were we, indeed, 
to apply to Christ exclusively the emphatical 
name, in all the places where such seems to 
be the intention, we should find many more 
evidences of his divinity ;¥ but these, on ac- 
count of their being doubtful, we omit. As 
then, the Father is called the one God, but 
likewise elsewhere the Lord; so the name, 
the one Lord, given to Christ, but who is in 
other places called God, may convince us that 
the title God and Lerd are common to the 
Father and to him. And how, otherwise, 
could Christ be the only Lord, and Lord of 
lords, since the Father is also the only Lord, 
and Lord of lords?® Who is that Lord be- 
fore whose face John went to prepare his 


* See App. Note E. 
u_ EF. g. Luke i. VE. g. 2 Tim. iv. 17, 18. 
2 Pet. iii. 8,9—15. Acts xviii, 810, 1 Tim. vi. 15. 
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way ? (Lukei. 76.) Isit not Christ ?* If so, 
then is he also “the Lord, the God of the 
children of Israel,” (ver. 16, 17.) “the High- 
est,” (ver. 76.) Jehovah himself, (compare Isa. 
xl. 3.) And who is that Lord, by calling upon 
whose name men shall be saved ? (Acts ii. 21.) 
Is it not Jesus?’ But if so, then Peter, when 
he spoke by the influence of the Holy Spirit, 
looked upon him as the same with him whom 
the prophet Joel had called Jehovah.” 

To this we only add his usual, but pecu- 
liarly distinguishing name, Saviour ; which 
is a title exclusively ascribed to God in his 
word.2 But the full force of the meaning of 
this word, as also of the name Son of God, we 
shall defer speaking of ti)l afterwards. 

The proof derived from the divine names 
is yet stronger, when several of them are un- 
ited and applied to the Redeemer ; as by this 
means they throw light upon, and confirm one 
another. ‘“ Heis the Son of God, Jesus Christ 
our Lord.” Our God and Saviour Jesus 
Christ... This is the true God and eternal 


x See John i. 7, 8, 23, 31. 

Y See Acts iv. 12. ix. 14. xxii. 16. £4 Joel ii. 3. 

a Jude 25. 1 Tim. ii. 3. » 1 Cor. i. 9. 2 John v. 3, 
¢ 2 Pet. i. 1, 2, 20. ii 2, 18. 
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life.t Looking for the glorious appearing of 
the great God, and our Saviour Jesus Christ.° 
Certain men denying the only Lord God, and 
our Lord Jesus Christ.’ To these three 
places’ in which he is expressly called God, it 
is objected, that the name God is in them ‘to 
be understood of the Father. We do not deny 
that the words of themselves, supposing the 
adjoined expressions, and the connection, ren- 
dered it absolutely necessary, may bear such 
an interpretation. But the position of the 
words in the Greek is such, that, were there 
no dispute about this doctrine, no one who 
has a knowledge of that language, would ap- 
ply them otherwise than to Christ.* Thus, 
the natural construction and force of the 
words, as well as the connection and compari- 
son of passages, support our opinion. Now, 
with respect to all the names which we have 
mentioned as given to Christ, it must be kept 
in view, that, if he is not to be acknowledged 
as divine in consequence of so many powerful 
evidences, such dangerous and equivocal lan- 


4d J John v. 20. compare i. 2. and v. 11, 12. 

e Titus ii, 13. compare 2 Tim. iv. 1, 8. 1 Cor. i. 7. 

f Jude 4... & See besides Luke i. 4, 7. 1 Tim. i. 1. 
Tit. i. 3. ii. 10. &c. but these are more doubtful. 

* See App. Note F. 


JESUS CHRIST. - 53 


guage never could have proceeded from the 
pens of men who were directed and inspired 
by God. 


: 


SECTION VI. 


DIVINE PROPERTIES OF CHRIST. 


Names are the external signs of the distinc- 
tion of beings; and this distinction consists 
in their properties. The proof of Christ’s di- 
vinity is, then, most certain, if the attributes 
of the Supreme can be shown, on divine au- 
thority, to be ascribed to him; especially 
those attributes to which God appeals, as pe- 
culiar to himself, and as distinguishing him 
from all other beings. 

In general, then, it is to be observed, that 
though Christ was man, and still is man even in 
his exalted state," yet he is often distinguished 
from, and placed in opposition to, all men ; 
and therefore he must have an existence at the 
same time, which is not human.  “ Paul an 
apostle, not of men, neither by man, but by 
Jesus Christ, and God the Father" If I yet 


h 1 Tim, ‘ii, 5. i.Gal. i, 


D4 THE DIVINITY OF 


pleased men, I should not be the servant of 
Christ ; for I neither received the gospel of 
man, neither was I taught it but by the revel- 
ation of Jesus Christ.* He that is called in the 
Lord, being a servant, is the Lord’s freeman : 
likewise he also that is called, being free, is 
Christ’s servant. Ye are bought with a price, 
be not ye servants of men.”! What that exist- 
ence is which is superior to humanity, Paul 
plainly teaches, when he says, “ Christ Jesus, 
who being in the form of God, thought it no 
robbery to be equal with God ; but made him- 
self of no reputation, and took upon him the 
form of a servant, and was made in the like- 
ness of sinful flesh.”™ 


Let us consider the peculiar attributes of 
God, which are ascribed to Jesus Christ. 

Erernity. He existed in power and glory, 
not only before his human birth," before John,° 
and before Abraham,? but “ before the world 


K Gal i. 10, 12. 

11 Cor. vii. 22, 23. also Eph. vi. 6. Col. iii. 23, 24. 
Heb. vii. 28. 

m Phil. ii. 6,7. See App. Note G. 

n Johni. 14 iii. 13. vi. 62. 2Cor. viii.9. 1 Johni. 2. 
Phil. ii. 6, 7. 
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was,’4 and “ before all things.”* He did not 
then begin to be, but he was ;—“ he was with 
God, and he was God.’ It is testified of 
Christ, as it is of Jehovah, that “he is the 
first and the last, the Alpha and the Omega.’u 
—His duration, and that in opposition to that 
of creatures, is without “ change or waxing 
old.”* These texts are so clear and positive, 
as to render the evidence decisive. The Arians 
applied them all to the existence of Christ be- 
fore the world. Their endeavours, however, 
to evade the force of these passages, as also 
that of the following proofs, are so strained 
and unnatural, that their true and genuine 
sense is thereby confirmed ; and were such in- 
terpretations to be allowed, there is not a sen- 
tence in the Bible, of whose meaning we could 
be certain.* 

OmnrprREsENCE. Whilst he was sojourning 
upon earth, he was nevertheless in heaven. 
When his human nature was translated to hea- 
ven, where it still remains,* he went forth and 
wrought powerfully here below.Y He is in 


q John xvii. 5. © © Col. i. LS5—17, 8 John i. 1, 2. 
t Is. xli. 1,4. xliv. 6. u Rev. i. Ll. ii. 8, &e. 
Vv Heb. i. 10, 12. .* See App. Note H. 
w John iii. 13. x Acts iii, 21. yY Mark xvi. 20. 


56 THE DIVINITY OF 


the midst of all those, be they many or few, 
that are gathered together in his name; he is 
with his people always, even unto the end of 
the world.? Paul exercised apostolic discip- 
line, no less in the person or sight of Christ,’ 
than in the presence of God.» Omnipresence 
is included in 

OmnisciencE. ‘This Christ allowed men 
openly to ascribe tovyhim.© When he was upon 
the earth he knew all men; and needed not 
that any should testify of man; for he knew 
what was in man.’ Now he is in heaven, 
“he searcheth the hearts and trieth the reins 
of the churches.’ But this is applicable to God 
only. Upon what ground, moreover, but 
that of his omniscience, can those ‘* who are 
absent from the Lord, endeavour to be accept- 
ed of him?’é “ He is our advocate with the 
Father ;”? but how can he act in this capacity, 
if he have not a perfect knowledge of believ- 
ers, and of their concerns ?* 

In Scripture the perfections of Gop’s FREE- 


2 Matt. xviii. 20. xxviii. 20. 

42 Cor. ii. 10. See also 1 Tim. vi. 13. 2 Tim. iv. 1. 
b 2 Cor. vii. 12. ¢ John xvi. 30. xxi. 17. 

d John ii. 24, 25. € Rev. ii. 23. 

f 1] Kings viii. 39, Jer. xvii. 10. 8 2 Cor. v. 9. 
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Wit are also exalted above those of every 
creature. ‘“ There is none good but God,”i 
says the Saviour: but goodness, mercy, grace, 
—free and sovereign grace towards the guilty 
—and long-suffering, are ascribed to Christ in 
the fullest sense. ‘‘ The Lord is gracious*— 
The mercy of our Lord Jesus Christ unto 
eternal life.|.—The grace of our Lord was ex- 
ceeding abundant; and for this cause,” says 
Paul, “ I obtained mercy, that in me first Je- 
sus Christ might shew forth all long-suffer- 
ing.”™—So also respecting righteousness: for 
thus we read, ‘‘ The rightecusness of God 
and our Saviour Jesus Christ.’" As “ God is 
love, and every one that loveth is born of 
God ;”° so is it said of Christ, in as full a sense, 
“‘ that he is righteous, and every one that do- 
eth righteousness is born of him.”? Of God it 
is said, “ As he which hath called you is holy, 
so be ye holy ;”4 so of Christ likewise, “ He 
that hath this hope in him, purifieth himself, 
even as he is pure.” 

Christ has a power, “by which he uphold- 


i Matt. xix. 17. RK }) Pet. ii.'3, 

1 Jude 21. mJ] Tim. i. 14, 16. 
n2 Pet. i. 1. 9° ] John iv. 7, 8. 

P 1 John ii. 29. q 1 Pet. i. 15, 16. 
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eth all things :”* and his working is such, as 
“to subdue all things unto himself.’* He is 
all sufficient ; so that his grace is sufficient for 
his people’s support and deliverance, and his 
* strength is made perfect in their weakness.”¥ 
— Out of his fulness,—a fulness of grace 
and truth,—have we all received grace for 
grace.”’—“ He is rich unto all them that call 
upon him.’¥ 

Add to this his auruority over all. “ All 
things are delivered to him of his Father.* 
He hath all power in heaven and in earth.¥ 
He is the prince of the kings of the earth ;? 
far above all principality and power, and 
might, and dominion, and every name that is 
named, not only in this world, but also in that 
which is to come.”* With regard to his di- 
vine authority over the whole kingdom of 
grace, we shall speak afterwards; and only 
observe at present, that when invoked as a 
king, he with no less authority and grace, 
than knowledge of the heart, opened paradise 
to the penitent thief.” Add to this, the clear 


Ss Heb. i. 3. t Phil. iii, 21. u 2 Cor, xii. 9. 
v John i. 14,16. Ww Rom. x. 12. * Matt. xi. 27. 
yY Matt. xxviii. 18. % Rey. 1. 5. xix. 16, 
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proof derived from his power to forgive sins. 
When the Scribes asserted that this was pe- 
culiar to God, Jesus did not disown it; but 
demonstrated, that such a power belonged to 
himself.° 

We learn, indeed, from the above mention- 
ed texts, that this supreme power is “ given 
him by the Father; and that He set him at 
his right hand in heavenly places, above all 
principality and power.” Must we, then, un- 
derstand this to be of the same nature, with 
that power which kings intrust to inferior 
commanders ; or that extensive authority, 
which eastern monarchs commit to their prime 
viziers, who are thereby raised above all other 
subjects, and allowed to sit at the right hand 
of majesty, but who nevertheless, have only a 
derived authority, and are excluded from all 
right to that which is absolute and supreme ?4 
It appears, indeed, from the scriptures quot- 
ed, that Christ is distinguished from the Fa- 
ther, and. that he works in subordination to 
the Father. This the asserters of his divinity 
donot deny ; and, in its proper place, we shall 
consider more particularly. But the illustra- 
tion of earthly sovereigns and their ministers 


© Mark ii, 5—12. 4 Gen, xli, 40. 
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of state, must not be carried so far as to ren- 
der the Scriptures inconsistent with them- 
selves Is not the right of a son to the fa- 
ther’s power, by inheritance, constantly as- 
cribed to Christ, as also the kingdom, the do- 
minion, the throne, and the sceptre?* “To sit 
at God’s right hand,” is explained by “ reign- 
ing asa king.”f Earthly princes are often com-~ 
pelled, from inability, to have recourse to the 
assistance of subordinate ministers, in the go- 
vernment of their kingdom. But how unbe- 
coming the dignity of the Most High God, to 
allow any mere creature, any human being 
commissioned only to instruct, to sit with him 
on the throne of creation! Let us, especially 
remember, what is included in that authority, 
which is given by the Father to the Lord 
Jesus. Joseph could assist Pharaoh in the go- 
vernment, because the business of both con- 
sisted in what was competent to man, and the 
abilities of the statesman might be equal to 
those of the king. But to exercise Jehovah’s 
dominion—to govern heaven and earth—sup- 
poses that omnipresence, that omniscience, that 


e Rom. xiv. 9. Col. i. 13. 2 Tim. iv. 1. Heb. -: 8 
Matt. xxiv. 25, 
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original rectitude, that source of ever-flowing 
benevolence, that inexhaustible strength and 
all sufficiency, the possession of which evinces 
the true divinity of Christ. 
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_ SECTION VII. 
DIVINE WORKS OF CHRIST. 


ALL activity proceeds from internal powers, 
and is an incontrovertible evidence of their 
peculiar nature. With justice we acknow- 
ledge the true divinity of Jesus ; since the in- 
fallible witness ascribes to him God’s own 
works, and thereby attests his divine nature 
and attributes. 

Creation.—“ All things were made by. 
him, and without him was not any thing made 
that was made. He was in the world and the 
world was made by him. By him were all 
things created, that are in heaven, and that 
are in earth, visible and invisible, thrones and 
dominions, principalities and powers. By 
him the Father made the worlds. In the be- 
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ginning he laid the foundation of the earth, 
and the heavens are the works of his hands.” 
To understand all this of creating Christ’s 
church, is inconsistent with the force and gen- 
erality of these expressions, as well as with 
their respective contexts. The Gnostics look- 
ed upon the Creator, as a middle person be- 
tween God and man: but agreeably to all 
sound reasoning, the work of creation requires 
supreme power, wisdom and goodness ; and 
even excludes all means and instruments. By 
this, God himself is known and distinguished 
from his creatures ; and every where appro- 
priates to himself alone, this work, as the 
clearest demonstration of his Godhead, and of 
the folly and evil of idolatry:' for “the gods 
that have not made the heavens and the earth 
shall perish.”* If, then, the true divinity of 
Christ, be not fairly inferred from the work of 
creation ascribed to him, the divinity of the 
Father must want a necessary foundation of 
knowledge and certainty. 

To create light and give life, are inimitable 
and distinguished works of the Deity ;! yet 

h Col. i. 16. Heb. i. 2, 10. 

i See Psa. xxxiii. 6, 9. xevi. 5. Is. xl. 26—28. xliv. 
24. xlviii. 13. Jer. v. 22. Rom. i. 20. 
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these are ascribed to the Word. ‘In him was 
life, and the life was the light of men. He 
was the true light, that lighteth every man 
that cometh into the world.” “Heis “the 
prince of life.’’" He “had power not only to 
lay down (bodily) life, but also to take it 
again.”° He shall raise up the dead at the 
last day:? and as Paul demonstrates, “the 
exceeding greatness of God’s power, and the 
working of his mighty power, in his raising 
Christ from the dead” and exalting him ;4 so 
does he testify of the Lord Jesus Christ, that 
he “shall change the vile bodies of his people, 
and fashion them like unto his own glorious 
body, according to the working whereby he is 
able to subdue all things unto himself.”* 

As “all things consist by the word of 
God ;’* so likewise “by the word of Christ.”* 

When he was upon earth, “he did the 
works which no other man did," even “the 
works of his Father ;” which acquitted him of 
the charge of blasphemy,” by showing him to 


m John i. 4, 9. n Actsiii. 15. © John x. 18. 
P John v. 25-29. vi. 39, 40. q Eph. i. 19, 20. 
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be the Lord of nature and its laws. And it is 
worthy of observation, that many of these 
works he performed from pity, and of his own 
free will. “Jesus, moved with compassion, 
said unto the leper, J will, be thou clean.* As 
the Father raiseth up the dead and quicken- 
eth them, even so the Son quickeneth whom 
he mill.”¥ 

The everlasting salvation of men, is his pe- 
culiar work. What part of it is not ascribed 
tohim? “ He is the word of life,—that eter- 
nal life which was with thé:-Father, and was 
manifested to us.” But this will afterwards 
come under our review. 


\ 


SECT. VIII. 


DIVINE HONOUR OF CHRIST. 


Hx to whom the scriptures attribute divine 
honour, must be a suitable and worthy object 
of it. He must be God ;—he must be Jehovah 
himself, “‘ who will not give his glory to an- 
other.”*—This kind of proof must be the more 


x Matt. viii. 3. Mark i. 41. y John y. 21. 
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satisfactory to those who differ from us, as it 
directly relates to the practical part of religion, 
to which all that is speculative must be sub- 
servient ; though even upon the latter they 
are disposed to set too low an estimate. They 
talk much about the distinction between the-. 
ology and religion: as if that distinction had 
not been long known; or as if the two were 
not intimately connected, and the former only 
the practical knowledge of the latter. Be this, 
however, as it may; our present subject is 
concerning true and real religion. 

The greatest respect and reverence for Christ 
are every where inculcated; “that all men 
should honour the es even as they honour 
the Father.” 

The name of God is in Scripture an evidence 
of such excellence and dignity, and such au- 
thority, as can belong to none but bimself. 
Works which proceed from obedience to him, 
are said to be done “in God’s name.’¢ No 
creature ought, in a religious sense, to under- 
take anything in his own name. But what 
does this imply? That “to Christ a name 
is given which is. above every name, that at _ 


b Join we 23: © Mic. iv. 5. Jer. xliv. 16. 
d John vy. 43. Acts iv. 7 1 Cor,.-i. 15. 
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the name of Jesus every knee should bow, 
of things in heaven, and things on earth, and 
things under the earth ; and that every tongue 
should confess that Jesus is Lorp.*—In his 
name we are baptized: and in his name re- 
pentance and remission of sins are preached.” 
— For his name’s sake sufferings and martyr- 
dom” are undergone. Nay, it is in his name 
only that we are saved:5 For that name sig- 
nifies, not only his supreme authority over 
men; but also his worth and dignity in the 
eye of his Father. The Father “ gives what- 
soever is asked in his name.” “In the name 
of Jesus believers are justified, and in his 
name the Father sendeth the Holy Spirit.”* 
When, therefore, the Father commands “that 
we should believe on the name of his Son Je- 
sus Christ ;”! it implies much more than to 
acknowledge the truth of his doctrine, as we 
should do that of the other prophets. It im- 
plies so to believe in Jesus, as to believe in 
God ;™ to believe in him, so as that the calling 
upon his name is built upon, and salvation is 
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the consequence." “ Cursed,” says Scripture, 
‘* be the man that trusteth in man, and whose 
heart departeth from the Lord.”° But Christ 
is represented as the object of a sure trust, and 
of a hope which “maketh not ashamed,”? as 
well as the source of our greatest joy ; “a joy 
which is unspeakable and full of glory.’”4 . 

Christ must be loved above father, mother, 
mife, and children ;* yea, above our own life? 
It is given to real Christians not only to be- 
lieve on him, “ but also to suffer for his sake.”* 
Now tell us, to what kind of an object does 
enlightened reason ascribe such honour ? 

To call upon the Lord Jesus, is represented 
in Scripture as a becoming act of reverence to 
him ; and this shews him to be a safe refuge 
in all difficulties" Christians were distin- 
guished from Jews and heathens by this, 
“they called upon the name of the Lord Je- 
sus in all places;”’Y and for this reason, Paul 
was directed, upon his conversion, to do the 


2 Rom. x. 13, 14. © Jer. xvii. 5, 7. 
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same.” Jesus not only allowed himself to be 
worshipped, but commended those who did so.* 
Spiritual blessings, which no creature can be- 
stow, are everywhere, and without disguise, 
sought for from Christ to the church. We 
cannot err, therefore, if we also honour the 
Saviour with adoration: and this, many of the 
Socinians even aknowledge. But how comes 
it, then, that they are so averse from acknow- 
ledging his divinity? They must allow that 
calling upon, and calling on the name, and call- 
ing upon in time of need, and with confidence and 
worship, are well-known scriptural expres- 
sions, applicable only to Supreme Majesty.* 
This reason itself confirms; because such a 
mark of honour supposes in its object that 
supremacy, omniscience, goodness, and all- 
sufficiency, peculiar tothe Divine Being. Hath 
not Jesus himself said, ‘Thou shalt worship 
the Lord thy God, and him only shalt thou 
serve?’* The apostles positively refused to 
allow any thing in the least degree approach- 
ing to such respect, to be paid to them, be- 
cause they were men.* The angels also refus- 


W Acts xxii. 16. x Matt. xv. 25. John ix. 38. 
yY Rom. xvi. 24. and elsewhere. * See Ap. Note K. 
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ed it.» Christ, then, who is a man, has also a 
subsistence, a nature, which is above men, 
which is above angels, which is divine. 

It isthe prerogative of God alone, to be the 
end of all things, and to receive from them 
everlasting praise.© But Christ is also the 
“First and the last, the beginning and the 
end.”4 “ All things were created by him and 
for him.”® Believers live and die unto Christ ;f 
that in both Christ may be magnified® ‘The 
good pleasure of God is fulfilled in them, that 
the name of the Lord Jesus Christ might be 
glorified in them." All these expressions, 
especially those of magnifying and glorifying 
the name, agreeably to the Scripture style, are 
used only in honouring God. Further, as 
doxologies are frequently addressed to God, so 
likewise to Christ,—“ to whom be glory for 
ever and ever, Amen.' To him be glory both 
now and for ever!’* This, accompanied with 
adoration, is ascribed to him in the highest 
possible strain, ‘ Worthy is the Lamb that 
was slain, to receive power, and riches, and 
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wisdom, and strength, and honour, and glory, 
and blessing.”!* 

We must not neglect to observe, that in all 
these texts, the honour ascribed to Christ, is 
expressed in such plain terms, and we are so 
positively commanded to render it to him, that 
no limitation is any-where set to it, nor any 
caution given against reverencing him too 
much. With regard to the great among our 
fellow-men, we are instructed very differently, 
and warned against giving them more honour 
than is due to them as men, and in like man- 
ner are we restricted in our respect to angels. 
On the contrary, the denial of Christ is called 
blasphemy ;™ and consequently (taking the 
word Bawc@nse in its ordinary sense) it is blas- 
phemy against God. 

If we now consider what has been said re- 
lating to the Divine names, properties, works, 
and honour of Christ,—every one of which 
exalts him above all finite beings,—with what 
invincible force do these proofs act, when 
viewed in connection with each other. How 
can the Bible be the word of God, and yet 


1 Rev. v. 8—14.; i. 6.3; xii. 9—12. 
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Christ be a mere creature? And how fully 
does the Holy Ghost instruct us in this, when, 
in some chapters, several, if not all, of these 
proofs, are to be found! Read without preju- 
dice, John i. Col. i. and Heb. 1.* 

It it usual to comprehend the proofs of our 
Saviour’s divinity under the above mentioned 
four classes, which are so clear and strong, that 
it would have been improper for us to have 
omitted them. We choose, however, to speak 
more at large upon the subject ; to consider 
the excellency of Christ’s person. in different 
points of view, and to represent it by some 
particular features. 
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SECTION IX. 


CHRIST CONDEMNED THOUGH INNOCENT. 


Aut christians acknowledge, and therefore 
it is unnecessary for us to prove, that the Re- 
-deemer, though condemned by the Jewish 
council and by Pilate, to be crucified, was 


* (Comp. also Is. vi. 5—10. with John xii. 37—41. 
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perfectly innocent. But, then, there must 
have been as little ground to accuse him of 
blasphemy as of sedition. Blasphemy was 
laid to his charge, because he expressed such 
things concerning himself, as were above the 
state and power of man; and such as, pro- 
ceeding from any one’s lips, no religious ma- 
gistrate could suffer to pass with impunity." 
If Jesus, therefore, suffered innocently, one of 
the two following assertions must be true: 
Either he attributed to himself no superna- 
tural excellence; or he did it consistently 
with truth, and the Jews were bound, and we 
are also, to acknowledge his divine perfection, 
on the evidence which he hath given. The 
former of these is untenable. 

As the profoundest reverence of all rational 
creatures is due to none but the Supreme Be- 
ing ; so it must be suitable to him alone, to 
speak of himself in such an exalted style, as 
to Jay a warrantable foundation for that rever- 
ence.° But, however zealous Christ was in 
seeking his Father’s honour, and though he 
never sought his own in opposition to it ;P 
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yet he often claimed for himself the greatest 
glory. 

What mere creature might ever say, “I am 
the way, the truth, and the life: I am the re- 
surrection and the life: I give unto my sheep 
eternal life: I am the true vine; without me 
ye can do nothing: All things are delivered 
unto me of my Father?’4 Does he not also 
intend his own honour, when lie says concern- 
ing Lazarus, “this sickness is not unto death, 
but for the glory of God, that the Son of man 
might be glorified thereby ?’* when he pro- 
mised eternal life to them who forsake rela- 
tions, and all that they have, for his name’s 
sake ?* when he allows himself to be worship- 
ped ; and when he is addressed as the Son of 
God, the king of Israel ; and approves of it ?* 
when he commanded “the forgiveness of sins 
to be preached in his name ;” and ordered his 
name to be joined with that of the Father, in 
the administration of baptism?" These and 
similar things spake he to his disciples. But 
how can these be understood, consistent with 
propriety, on a denial of his real Deity? And 


q John xiv. 6. xi. 2. x. 28. xv. 1—5.. Matt. xi. 27. 
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how dare we unite ourselves, to the followers 
of such a Master, if we cannot discern in him 
a two-fold nature,——a finite and an infinite ex- 
istence ? . 

No less did he publicly exalt himself in the 
hearing of the people, and also of the scribes, 
and rulers of the Jews. Far from flattering 
them or their doctrine, he roused their atten- 
tion, and wounded their pride, by severe and 
direct attacks upon their prejudices, their 
morals, their traditions, and their customs. 
He also forgave sins; and spoke often of him- 
self, as a person more excellent than the most 
respectable and esteemed of mankind; as su- 
perior to the prophets, to Solomon, to David ; 
as greater than the temple ; as God’s own and 
only Son; as equal to the Father in power and 
authority, nay, as even one with the Father ; 
as the source of light and everlasting life; and 
soon.’ He “who was come to bear witness 
to the truth,’ by no means denied the con- 
sequence which was drawn from this, that 
‘he bore record of himself,”—that “ he made 
himself equal with God,’—that “he made 
himself God :”* but rather confirmed it from 

Vv See Mark ii. 5. Matt. xii. 6, 8,41, 42. John x. 34 
— 36, v. 17—39, &e. Ww John xviii. 37. 

x John viii, 13, v. 18. Mark i. 6, 7. 


JESUS CHRIST. ho 


ancient prophecy, and from the miracles which 
he performed.Y When the Jews, persisting 
in unbelief, set themselves against this, he 
prepared the way for his intended and pre- 
dicted sufferings, by his public entry into Je- 
rusalem ; by permitting the acclamations of 
the multitude, which he had formerly avoid- 
ed; by censuring and rebuking the elders: 
and by other acts of authority, which gave oc- 
casion to ask, “by what authority doth he 
these things?” And what account did he 
give of this? The following :—that he was 
the Son, and therefore, the heir of the vine- 
yard of the Jewish people, in which they 
were only unfaithful labourers; that he was 
the corner stone of the true church, which 
would crush them as unwise builders, in 
pieces; and this, they all understood to be 
spoken against them.” When they had arrest- 
ed and examined him; when they had brought 
him to his oath, (highly improperly, as he was 
accused of blasphemy,) he declared himself 
to be the Christ, i.e. as he had shown a short 
time before, David’s son and David's Lord. 
He also asserted, that he was “the Son of God, 


y John v. 39—46. Mark. ii.8—12. John v. 36, &e. 
2 Matt. xxi. xxili, Luke xix. 35 xxvi. 63, 64. 
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who shouid come in the clouds heaven,” to 
take vengeance. And what was his good con- 
fession before Pilate? That he was a king, 
but of higher authority than Cesar,—the king 
of another world.” 

Must not we conclude, then, either that the 
Jews had reason, or even were bound, to de- 
clare him guilty of blasphemy, since they had 
“ a law by which he ought to die, because he 
made himself the Son of God ;’¢ or that Jesus 
is not a mere creature? It is not without rea- 
son said: Either Jesus was more than a creat- 
ed teacher, or the doctrine of Mahomet and of 
other eminent heads of sects, was more humble 
and more wise than his. If Jesus were only a 
human teacher, he was such a man, and such | 
a teacher as no good man would wish to be. 


SECTION X. 


CHRIST THE AUTHOR OF OUR SALVATION. 


THE exalted and divine name of Redeemer 
and Saviour of the world, is given as a peculiar 


.@ Matt. xxii, 43—46, &c. b John xviii. 36, 37. 
¢ John xix. 7%, 
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and distinguishing name to the Son of Mary, 
by the command of Heaven; and it was at the 
same time declared, that “ he should save his 
people from their sins.”4 He “ delivers from 
the wrath to come. Christ is the Saviour of 
‘the world.’ It isa faithful saying, and worthy 
of all acceptation, that Christ Jesus came into 
the world to save sinners. The Father sent 
the Son to be the Saviour of the world." He 
is become the author of eternal salvation.' This 
is the witness of God which he hath testified of 
his Son, that God hath given to us eternal 
life, and this life is in his Son.¥ This is the 
stone which is become the head of the corner ; 
neither is there salvation in any other: for 
there is none other name under heaven, given 
among men, whereby we must be saved.”!— 
Now, whoever thou art, whose earnest desire 
it is to be saved from temporal and eternal 
misery, which is the consequence of the fall, 
and to recover thy Creator’s friendship, with 
unfading glory ; wouldst thou seek it in, ex- 
pect it from, and ascribe it with everlasting 
thanksgiving to, a mere creature? Must not 


d Luke i. 31. Matt. i. 21. e | Thess. i. 10. 

f John iv. 42. €1Tim.i.15. © 1 Johniv. 14. 
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‘‘ all the ends of the earth,” in order to be 
saved, ‘“‘look unto him” who can say, “ Iam 
Gop, and there is none else ?”™ 

But many suppose they can evade this de- 
monstration, by confining the saving work of 
Jesus to the following positions :—That he 
came to teach the grounds of natural and im- 
mutable religion, and the principles of pure 
morality, as being the way by which men 
might please God, and acquire a taste for 
everlasting happiness: And that he confirmed 
his mission for the execution of this design, by 
miracles and a voluntary death, as reasoning 
and wisdom alone could not convince the 
Jews and heathens of their errors. Agreeably 
to which, say they, Paul testifies, that it is 
“ by the gospel that life and immortality are 
brought to light.”" Let us attentively consid- 
er this. 

As this scheme does not at all accord with 
the sense of the passages produced to support 
it, so neither is it consistent with just criti- 
cism. The Greek word Lwrne, Soter, by which 
the gospel every where announced the Lord 
Jesus, (and usually translated in our version 
Saviour,) was well known to the people of that 
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age. It was applied, not to philosophers and 
teachers, but to renowned heroes and princes ; 
and was one of the greatest and most exalted 
appellations with which their subjects, either 
from gratitude for a mighty’ deliverance, or 
from flattery, honoured them, by impressing 
it on medals, or inscribing it on monuments of 
marble.* The Greek interpreters, in their 
translation of the Old Testament, express by 
it the Hebrew word ywjn, and other words 
of the same root, from which also the name 
Jesus is derived. They commonly apply that 
name to God, and sometimes to magnanimous 
and prosperous deliverers, raised up of God 
for the people. The heavenly annunciations of 
our blessed Lord confirm this. When Gabriel 
commanded Mary to call her son Jesus, he des- 
cribed him by his transcendent greatness ; by 
possessing thethrone of David, and an everlast- 
ing kingdom, (Luke i. 31, 33.) -To the shep- 
herds were published good tidings of great 
joy; for unto them was born, in the city of 


* [Zeus SOLTHP xe nysuov.” Xen. Cyr. vii. i. 10. 
“ ixtartvor axocaivew cov Anunrgiov, ZMETHPA xa sutcysrny 
avaryooevovres.” Plut. in vit. Demet.—“< Ywrne, 6 Fevs, 
was 6 tAsvbspios, nAUTewrns.” Hesychines in verb. ed. Aldi. 
1514. Comp. Cie. in ver. Act. ii. 1. ii, 63.—Eorr. | 
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David, Soter, the Saviour, Christ the Lord,” 
Luke ii. 10, 11. Therefore the name Jesus, 
Soler, Saviour, points him out not barely as a 
teacher and instructor, but as the victorious 
and powerful procurer of our true and eter- 
nal salvation. 

We respect as our supreme and most ne- 
cessary teacher, the Lord Jesus Christ, who 
was powerful in word and works ; and we re- 
joice in the important aid which human reason 
has received from the gospel, as it is by this, 
and not by our ingenuity and wisdom, that 
our ideas of natural religion, and our morality, 
excel those of the most celebrated heathens. 
But when Paul, in the above-cited passage, 
says, that Christ “hath brought life and im- 
mortality to light ;’ our Saviour Jesus Christ 
“hath abolished death ;’ this is more than 
mere instruction. To give life, is more than 
to preach it; and this our Lord ascribes to 
himself..—The gospel every where informs 
us, that our salvation is not founded merely 
on our Lord’s discourses, much less on the 
doctrines of natural religion; but on Jesus 
Christ himself; that is, on the dignity of his 
person, on the work he performed, and on the 
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suffering she underwent. “No other found- 
ation can any man lay than that which is laid, 
even Jesus Christ.”? Were we to understand 
by this foundation, a fundamental doctrine ; 
yet that must be a doctrine concerning Christ. 
“ He himself is our life.”4 ‘To know him is 
eternal life.* “He himself is the bread of 
life :” that is, his person, his flesh, and his 
blood which he hath given for the life of the 
world.—“ He who hath the Son hath life: he 
who hath not the Son of God hath not life. 
The only begotten of the Father hatha fulness 
out of which we all have received, and grace 
for grace.”"* This appears also from what 
Christ actually taught. His discourses and 
preaching were not confined to the contem- 
plation of God, and the practical part of reli- 
gion: but they often related to his own per- 
son,—what he was, whence he came, what 
he was able and willing to do for the salvation 
of men. Consider his conversation with Nic-. 
odemus ;" with the Samaritan woman ;¥ with 
_ the Jews ;” and his addresses to the multitude* 
and to his followers.¥ . 


. 


P1Cor. iii, 11. 49 Col. iii. 44. ~~ ¥ John xvii, 3. 
8 John v. 51—56. t Johni. 14, 16, 17. 

u John iii. Vv John iv. w John v. 

x John vi. vii. x. y. John xv, &c. 


oo. THE DIVINITY OF 


This is also clearly confirmed by the preach- 
ing of the apostles, which certainly compre- 
hended “the acknowledging of the truth 
which is after godliness, in hope of eternal 
life.’ But this is also called “ preaching Je- 
sus Christ; that is, not only his doctrine, but 
himself,—whatever must be known of his per- 
son, sufferings, resurrection, and work. They 
“ preached Jesus Christ the Son of God.”* 
“They preached Christ crucified.” And as- 
suredly their ministry “was the witness of 
his resurrection ;”© so that, if Christ were not 
raised, their preaching was vain, and the faith 
of christians vain; then were “ believers yet 
in their sins, and they also that had fallen 
asleep in Christ perished.”* The apostle as- 
serts, that salvation belongs to them who con- 
fess the Lord Jesus Christ, and believe with 
their heart that God raised him from the 
dead.” By publishing the gospel, they 
preached ‘the unsearchable riches of Christ.”£ 
Thus the riches, the saving fulness of Christ, 
means not the gospel or the doctrine itself, but 
the subject and contents of that doctrine. The 
gospel was written, and the preaching of it ap- 
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pointed to make known the rich and unsearch- 
able sufficiency of Christ for poor sinners, of 
which, without this gospel, they must have 
remained ignorant. This is confirmed from 
the Acts of the Apostles, and their discourses 
and reasonings. Whenever they preached 
the gospel for the first time among the Jews, 
(whose acknowledgement of the true God, the 
creation, providence, and the like, they might 
take for granted) they immediately declared 
that God had sent his Son, according to pro- 
phetic prediction,—that he was unjustly cru- 
cified,—that he was buried, but raised again, 
~—and that in him there was forgiveness of all 
sin. This deserves to be carefully consider- 
ed.* In this way also, they proceeded with 
heathens ; for the sum of the gospel of salva- 
tion preached to the Corinthians, (who were 
both Jews and heathens) Paul says, consisted 
in this: That he had“ delivered unto them, 
first of all, that which he also received ; how 
that Christ died for our sins, according to the 
Scriptures; and that he was buried, and that 
he rose again the third day, according to the 
Scriptures.”*8 Heavenly visions prepared the 
‘way for Peter and Cornelius to come together, 
f Acts ii. 2239.3 iii. 12—26.; iv. 8—12, &e. 

* See App. Note N. 8 1] Cor, xv. 1—4, comp. ii. I, 2. 
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that the centurion might hear “the words of 
salvation.”* And to what particulars did these 
refer? To the principles of natural religion, 
or to show that religion is exercised by wor- 
shipping God and loving our neighbour? No: 
Cornelius knew that, and in the practice of it 
he was an eminent example. What then did 
the apostle announce to him ? “ Peace through 
Jesus Christ, and that he was the Lord of all; 
that, having gone throughout the land of Ju- 
dea doing good, he was hanged on a tree, but 
raised again from the dead; that God had 
commanded his apostles to publish him, as the 
Judge of the quick and the dead ; and that to. 
him gave all the prophets witness, that who- 
soever believeth in him should receive remis- 
sion of sins. 
Besides, if the work of redemption be limit- 
ed to the ministry of Jesus, how is he the only 
Saviour? And with what propriety can it be 
said, that ‘“‘there is salvation in no other?’* 
Jesus published the truth only among the 
Jews and in Palestine; often, too, for just 
reasons, in a parabolical style—frequently with 
doubtful success—only by word of mouth— 
mostly without the cities, and not much more 


h Acts x. 124, 1 Verses 36—43.; & Acts iv, 12. 
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than three years. The apostles, on the con- 
trary, were engaged many years in setting 
forth doctrines and moral duties in the clearest 
light, not only in Judea, but throughout the 
world ; among heathens as well as Jews; by 
writing as well as by word of mouth; and 
they triumphed in Christ! Are they, then, 
also the saviours of the world? By no means. 
“There is one Mediator between God and 
man, the man Christ Jesus.”™ But, it may be 
said, they received that doctrine from Christ, 
and were sent by him. This, however, was 
not the case with Paul; at least with Apollos, 
Timothy, and others, whose mission, together 
with the remarkable illumination of the apos- 
tles on the day of Pentecost, having not taken 
place till after our Lord’s ascension, cannot be 
ascribed to Christ, if his divine influence and 
direction on earth be not acknowledged. 

Do these modern divines who differ from 
us, esteem Jesus, under the character of a Sa- 
viour, no longer than his personal ministry 
among men continued? Are they in no need 
of that physician, having healed themselves by 
the refinements of reason? Does their philo- 
sophy teach them to come to the Father in 
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_ any other way, than by him?" Is he not still 


“ able to save to the uttermost, all that come 
unto God through him?”° Is there not still 
“salvation in Christ Jesus, with eternal glo- 
ry?’P Is it not Jesus who still “delivers us 
from the wrath to come?”’4 Do not, there- 
fore, true Christians,-who have not seen him, 
still love him; so that “though now they see 
him not, yet, believing, they rejoice with joy 
unspeakable and full of glory?’”* Is he not 
“‘with us always, even to the end of the 
world?’* Is not “the Saviour, the Lord Je- 
sus Christ, still looked for from heaven, who 
will change our vile body?” 

We conclude, that the Lord Jesus, by his 
doctrine, and especially by his exalted power, 
and the efficacy of his work, is the source and 
author of eternal salvation to sinners; and, 
therefore, is to be acknowledged as the true 
and everlasting life; as will be more fully 
proved in the next se¢tion. 


n Matt. ix. 12. John xiv. 6. /° Heb. vii. 25. 
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SECTION XI. 
CHRIST THE PROPITIATION FOR OUR SINS. 


INTELLIGENT Trinitarians and Unitarians 
have always acknowledged a close connection 
between the doctrine of Christ’s true divinity, 
and that of his satisfaction for sin; so that 
both of them must be at once admitted or de- 
nied. If he was able, by his sufferings, to sa- 
tisfy the justice of God for the sins of all be- 
lievers, he must be more than a mere creature. 
If the contrary, such a satisfaction was not 
necessary 3 yet no other reasons appear to be 
of such importance, as to have induced him, 
who was God, to make himself “of no repu- 
tation, and to take upon him the form of a 
servant, and become obedient unto death, even 
the death of the cross.” wi 

The truth of Christ’s satisfaction is, indeed, 
established in the word of God, by such a va- 
riety of eminent proofs, that those of different 
sentiments find themselves obliged to give to 
what is everywhere said concerning it, such 
an arbitrary, feeble, improper, and unnatural 
sense, that, by their mode of interpretation, 
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all the doctrines of the Bible are in danger of 
being evaded. On their principles of inter- 
pretation, it may be justly said, That of all the 
books containing articles of faith, the Bible 
may be considered as the most uncertain and 
delusive. Concerning the point in hand, much 
has been written. Our view of it shall be 
confined to the following observations :-— 

In the course of our Lord’s ministry on 
earth, we find evident proofs, that he was de- 
signed not only to instruct as a prophet, but 
also, and more especially, to suffer and to die, 
which was a saving and highly necessary 
work. He declared that “he came to minis- 
ter, and to give his life a ransom for many." 
He often informed his disciples, that severe 
and humiliating sufferings awaited him ; and 
that what was written concerning him must 
be accomplished.” To favour this view, the 
circumstances and manner of his life were 
entirely directed. The celebration of his 
birth, by a multitude of the heavenly host, 
was heard by a few humble shepherds; and 
some remarkable earthly witnesses” were for- 
gotten, while he lived in obscurity, in a small 
remote village. John the Baptist was the only 
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witness of his heavenly consecration ; and 
only three of his followers were favoured with 
a sight of his glorious appearance on the 
mount of transfiguration. Nay, he forbade 
this to be mentioned before his resurrection, 
and even prohibited his disciples to make him 
known as the Christ.* He frequently order- 
ed, that the cures which he performed should 
not be published abroad.’ His discourses were 
often obscure and figurative,” and more adapt- 
ed to enflame people of rank against him, than 
to prepossess the multitude in his favour. 
When, at any time, his superior excellence 
could not be wholly concealed, and when men 
would have paid him homage and respect, he 
avoided it.2 To this it was owing, that the 
judgment and confidence of the people con- 
cerning him, were much more vague and un- 
certain, than even his austere forerunner... In 
a word, the whole course of his ministry was 
so directed, as might best serve, not to prevent, 
‘but to prepare the way for his sufferings and 
death ;° while the further elucidation of his 
doctrine, and its more extensive propagation, 


with the publishing of his death and exalta- 
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tion, were to be the work of the apostles in his 
name.? . 

That Christ suffered and died for the advan- 
tage of his people, cannot be denied. For 
this also the apostles died. But, then, was 
any one of them crucified for us as was Christ ? 
This, according to Paul’s view of the matter, 
would be absurd in the extreme What then 
has the Saviour done, or suffered, which no 
other did, or underwent? ‘“ He was deliver- 
ed for our offences.£ He suffered for sin, the 
just for the unjust, that he might bring us to 
God. He died for our sins.» The blood of 
Jesus Christ his Son, cleanseth us from all 
sin.”! He delivered us from our sin, by tak- 
ing itto himself. For “he who knew no sin, 
was made sin for us; that we might be made 
the righteousness of God in him.* His own 
self bare our sins in his own body on the tree.! 
Behold, said John, the lamb of God which 
taketh away the sin of the world."™ And how 
does he take it away? By his death. For, to 
speak of Christ under the notion of a Lamb 
that taketh away sin, had no meaning, unless 
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we regard it as referring to the paschal lamb, 
or to other lambs, which were offered in sa- 
crifice, according to the law. “Christ our 
passover is sacrificed for us."°—-Ye were re- 
deemed, by the precious “blood of Christ, as 
of a lamb without blemish, and without spot.°” 
—He substituted himself in our place, fulfilled 
for us the demands of God’s law, and satisfied 
for us the divine justice. Why, of all men, 
of all saints, of all the most distinguished 
teachers, was Christ alone free from every de- 
gree of moral impurity? This was not abso- 
lutely necessary for himself, as a prophet: but 
it was necessary, that he who was to fulfil the 
law for others, should not have any sin of his 
own, for which he was obliged to make satis- 
faction. “God sent his Sonin the likeness 
of sinful flesh, and for sin, condemned sin in 
the flesh ; that the righteousness of the law 
_ micht be fulfilled in us.1 God sent forth his 
Son, made under the law, to redeem them 
that were under the law.’*—This the apostle 
most clearly confirms, when he directs our at- 
tention to the death of Christ, as a signal mark 
of the curse.” Itis written, Cursed is every 
one that continueth not in all things that are 

n } Cor.va 7 ©] Pet. i. 18, 29. Rev. v. 
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written in the book of the law to do them— 
Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the 
law, being made a curse for us. For it is writ- 
ten, cursed is every one that hangeth on a tree.”* 

This important doctrine is also rep: esented 
under the terms, Purchase, Ransom, Reconcili- 
ation, Propitiation, and Testament. Let it not 
be objected, that these modes of speaking are 
borrowed from other subjects ; and, therefore, 
are to be taken in an improper and figurative 
sense. A figurative sense, is, certainly, not 
nonsense, or what has no meaning ; but serves 
to render deep subjects more comprehensible 
to a common understanding. 

A Purchase. Believers are God’s, both as 
to soul and body, because they are bought with 
a pricet They are the church of God which 
he hath purchased with his own blood." The 
Lamb is thus addressed ; “Thou wast slain, 
and hast redeemed us to God by thy blood.”¥ 
Which clearly shews, that their salvation is 
to be ascribed to the death of Jesus. 

A Ransom. In the New Testament, the 
word redemption is often used as the version 
of a word that properly signifies ransoming. 

Thus, “ ye were redeemed, not with corrup- 
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tible things, as silver and gold, but with the 
precious blood of Christ.’ This redemption 
is said to consist in the forgiveness of sins* It 
is, therefore, his blood and death which he 
hath paid to deliver us from the debt of sin. 
He “came to minister, and to give his life a 
ransom for many.” 

Reconciliation. This is called in the Greek, 
natarrayy, (conciliatio) that is, peace-mak- 
ing. Thus believers are reconciled to God, 
“by the death of his Son ;? by his cross ;* by 
the blood of his cross, and in the body of his 
flesh, through ‘death.’ God was in Christ re- 
conciling the world to himself; (which is said 
to be) his not imputing to them their trespas- 
ses.””¢ 
_ Propitiation.' This is the translation of ‘:Acopeos 
(expiatio) a word which was applied to the 
sacrifices offered in ancient times; for these, 
being substituted in the room of the guilty, 
served as a typical reconciliation to God. 
Thus is “ Jesus Christ, the righteous, the pro- 
pitiation for our sins.4 God hath sent his 
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x Eph. i. 7. Col. i. 14 Y Avreov, Matt. xx. 
28. 5 "aves Avrge, 1 ‘Tim. ii. 6. z Rom. v. 10. 
a Eph. ii. 16. b Col. i. 20—22. 


© 2 Cor. v, 19-—21] a } John ii, 12, 


94 THE DIVINITY OF 


Son to be a propitiation for our sins.© _God 
hath set him forth to be a propitiation through 
faith in his blood, to declare his righteousness 
for the remission of sins‘ Therefore, the 
Lamb of God hath so taken away “the sins of 
the world,” that he took them upon himself ; 
he bore them ; he died in our stead. 

A Testament. In his last supper, the assig- 
nation of the eternal inheritance is called 
“The New Testament in his blood, which was 
shed for the remission of sins.”8 This evinces 
not only that Christ was perfectly entitled 
to bequeath that inheritance ; that, not only 
his death, as the testator, was necessary to the 
putting his people in possession of it; but 
that this inheritance had its foundation in the 
shedding of his blood; in his humiliation 
and death; by which those offences, which 
stood in the way of their salvation, might be 
forgiven. If any choose to render it, new 
covenant, instead of new testament; the sense 
will. be the same, though the application be 
somewhat different. 

This leads us to speak of the Epistle to the 
Hebrews; in which all these doctrines are 
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confirmed at great length, and with much 
force of argument." That Epistle was intend- 
ed to show, that the authority of Christ’s in- 
struction, is superior to that of all the pro- 
phets, even of Moses himself; and, by using 
expressions, borrowed from the ancient wor- 
ship, and suited to the Hebrews, to point out 
the agreement between his priestly office, and 
the design of the Levitical sacrifices, and to 
exalt it infinitely above Aaron’s priesthood. 
Christ, being a priest of a higher order and 
of never-failing ability, needed not to offer 
sacrifices for his own sins; but, having offer- 
ed himself up to God, and thereby taken away 
our sins, hath opened a way to heaven, and is 
able to save to the uttermost, all who come 
unto God by him. Read chap. v.—x. Should 
this Epistle be suspected, and erased from the 
sacred volume, because it contains a doctrine 
so full of consolation? It appears, however, 
that no doctrine is contained in it, which does 
not elsewhere occur: though it is not exceed- 
ed by any of the other Epistles, in sublimity 
of subject, in clearness of demonstration, in 
honour ascribed to God’s grace in Christ, in 
strong consolation, in encouragement under 
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difficulties, and in motives to holy persever- 
ance.* 

It is only in the Saviour’s satisfaction that 
the reason is to be found, why his sufferings 
and his resurrection, are every where repre- 
sented as the capital subject of the gospel. 
No other part of our Lord’s history and mi- 
nistry, is so much insisted on by all the 
Evangelists. We have already seen, that the 
Apostles preached, not only gospel morals, 
but also, and more especially, Christ himself ; 
that is, his person, his work, and his two-fold 
nature. Paul would “not know any thing 
among the Corinthians, save Jesus Christ, and 
him crucified.'. The cross of Christ was the 
only subject of his glorying.* He makes the 
knowledge of Christ, for the excellency of 
which he reckoned all things but loss and 
dung, to be the knowledge of the power of his 
resurrection, and of the fellowship of his suf- 
ferings.”" 

Respecting that important conversation on 
the mount of transfiguration, between our 
Lord and the two great teachers and refor- 
mers of ancient times, all we find mentioned 


* See Appendix, Note O. - i 1 Cor. ii. 2. 
k Gal. vi. 14. 1 Phil. iii; 8, 10, 1 Cor. xv. 3, 4 


JESUS CHRIST. 97 


is, that they spake “of his decease, which he 
should accomplish at Jerusalem.”™ It is in 
the cross of Christ, and the humiliation and 
sufferings connected with it, that the love of 
God towards man, by not sparing his own 
Son," and his wisdom and power unto salva- 
tion,° are most signally displayed. In the 
cross, too, is “the destruction of the power, 
and deliverance from the fear of death,”? free- 
dom from the dominion of sin,‘ and everlast- 
ing glory’ are the fruits of it. The simple, 
but consolatory tokens of the grace of Jesus 
in baptism and the Lord’s supper, refer us 
also to his atoning death ; and, in the institu- 
tion of the latter, a particular charge is given 
“‘to shew it forth.’ 

The mean of our acceptance with God, and 
of our justification, is every where said in the 
Gospel, to be faith in Christ: and that, too, 
in direct opposition to the law, or seeking our 
justification by the works of the law." But, 
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if to believe in Christ, signify only to receive 
and obey his doctrine, respecting the rational 
grounds and duties of religion ; how came 
the doctrine and righteousness of faith to be 
not only different from the demands and 
righteousness of the law ; whether we regard 
the natural moral law, or the written law of 
Moses? Moses, we know, had also taught 
the doctrine of natural religion ; such as the 
existence, unity, and providence of God, and 
the duties of man to man: and, that the love 
of God and our neighbour, is more than all 
whole burnt-offerings and sacrifices, was often 
inculcated under the Old Testament dispen- 
sation, and not unknown to the Jews.” Or, 
does the prohibition, with regard to seeking 
righteousness by the law, mean only laying 
aside the Mosaic ceremonies? But, in the 
forecited texts, and in various others, the 
term daw cannot possibly be understood in 
such a limited sense. Besides, the righteous- 
ness of faith, in contra-distinction to that 
of the law, existed in ancient times ;* and, 
therefore, those ceremonies might, even then, 
have been repealed. But they were appoint- 
ed by God himself, and for that reason, the 
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observation of them was not so inconsistent 
with a rational religion, as of themselves, to 
put men into a state of condemnation. Paul 
constantly teaches us, that the opposition be- 
tween faith and the law, consists in this, that 
God’s inflexible law condemns all sinners, 
whether Jews or Gentiles; that “by the 
works of the law no flesh shall be justified ; 
that the law, through sin, is become weak” to 
give life; but that faith acknowledges and re- 
ceives Christ, as him who “hath fulfilled all 
righteousness ; who was made a curse for us; 
and who was set forth to be a propitiation 
through faith, (not only in his doctrine, but 
in his blood,) to declare his righteousness.”* 
If it were not so, why was “Christ cruci- 
fied, to the Jews a stumbling-block, and to 
the Greeks foolishness?” Certainly, not on 
account of the capital truths of natural reli- 
gion which he taught. The Jewish teachers, 
and the best heathen sages, who had acknow- 
ledged those truths, were honoured on that 
account. Nor was this offence taken, because 
Christ, a worthy and faithful, though a de- 
pised teacher, was unjustly accused, and 
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shamefully put to death. ‘The condemnation 
of Socrates, was not remembered with con- 
tempt. The true reason of the offence was 
this: The sufferings of our Saviour, were de- 
clared to be the only ground and source of 
our reconciliation and salvation ; while both 
Jews and heathens supposed they might 
be saved by the worth of their own virtue. 
It appeared to them, therefore, exceedingly 
strange, and offensive to their pride, to seek 
life by the way of humiliation and confession 
of sin; in the deep abasement of a crucified 
Redeemer; and in his justifying resurrection.?~ 

What we have thus far endeavoured to de- 
monstrate, makes it evident, that the suffer- 
ings of Christ for sin, must not be so under- 
stood, as if God’s only view in them was, 
when about to announce to the world grace 
and life by the gospel, first, to make known 
his detestation of sin, by a remarkable ex- 
ample of his vengeance which all sinners had 
deserved ; and that for this purpose, he gave 
up to so much pain and ignominy, an emin- 
ently qualified ambassador. For it must be 
allowed, that all preceding ages had afforded 
awful instances of God’s high displeasure 
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against the sins of individuals and of nations, 
without a deliverance from sin ever having 
been ascribed to them. An infamous death, 
to which the sentence of a civil judge con- 
demned a person from among the lower or- 
ders ; or a teacher wandering about in pover- 
ty; was much less suited to give a signal and 
extraordinary example of divine wrath, than 
the immediate interposition of providence ; 
which had often in former times inflicted, and 
was able still to inflict, miraculous punish- 
ments on distinguished individuals, or on a 
whole people. In order to testify a just ab- 
horrence of sin, vengeance must not be let 
loose upon one that was perfectly innocent. 
For that would have been unjust in the ex- 
treme; unless (according to what the scrip- 
tures already mentioned have taught,) this 
innocent person, with the approbation of God, 
and in a manner as voluntary as it was gener- 
ous, had substituted himself in our place, by 
bearing our sins. Thus, then, the sacred 
writings point out the sufferings of Jesus, not 
merely as a representation and confirmation 
of our peace with Heaven, but as its founda- 
tion and source. . 
We by no means exclude other advantages, 


ascribed by Socinians to the death of Christ. 
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Without doubt, he thereby confirmed his own 
sincerity, and the truth of his mission. 

But was it ever heard, that a false prophet, 
when forming a new sect, represented his 
own death, ignominious and soon approach- 
ing, as the design of his ministry, and estab- 
lished it as an article of his doctrine? Jesus, 
indeed, usually appealed to his miracles for 
the confirmation of his mission; but are the 
forgiveness of sins, and eternal life, any where 
ascribed to his miracles, as they frequently 
are to his bloody death? For what was Jesus 
condemned? Not for teaching the truths of 
natural religion; but because he declared 
himself to be much superior to a human pro- 
phet, (see Sect. rx.) If the heavenly choir 
at his birth ; if the Father’s voice at his con- 
secration ; if his glorious appearance on the 
mount of transfiguration, had been clearly un- 
derstood by the Jewish council and all the 
people; if the lightening which, under the 
former economy, appeared to confirm the 
mission of Moses and of Elias, had also ap- 
peared on his behalf, and caused him to be re- 
spected ; if, more especially, he had gratified 
the prejudices of the Jews concerning the 
Messiah ; if, with the legions of his Father’s 
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angels,* he had disturbed the Roman authori- 
ty, and extended David’s powerful kingdom ; 
their unbelief would have been overcome ; 
they would have eagerly received, and firmly 
confided in him: for they were always more 
allured by the loaves that were given them, 
and by the manna that dropped from heaven, 
than by his flesh and blood that were promis- 
to them.» A steady martyrdom was more ne- 
cessary to confirm the ministry of the apos- 
tles, than his own; because their preaching 
was chiefly founded upon the truth of the 
important circumstances of the Saviour’s death 
and exaltation, in regard to which, as they 
could not be deceived, so neither can their 
sincerity be called in question. But the Lord 
Jesus Christ had abundance of glorious means 
for establishing his doctrine. Besides, if no- 
thing except a confirmation of his ministry was 
to have been effected by his death, he was 
under no necessity of dying on the accursed 
and shameful tree ; and, particularly, under 
the appearance of public justice ; which alien- 
ated the multitudes from him, offended his 
friends, and perplexed his followers.° 


a Matt. xxvi. 53. b John vi. 26—66. 
¢ Mark xv. 1]. Matt. xxvi. 31, 56. Luke xxii. 28. 
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With regard to the design of giving, by his 
sufferings, an example of love, of subjection 
to God, and of trust in him,——that we also re- 
spect. But for that purpose the extremity of 
disgrace was not necessary. Besides, his suf- 
ferings were accompanied with so much dis- 
tress, and so many groans and tears, that 
very different objects must have been aimed 
at by them: otherwise he would not have ex- 
celled many martyrs in his cause. Further, 
if any apostle had foreseen, and had possessed 
the courage openly to predict his own death, 
for the confirmation of the truth, and an ex- 
ample to others, he might, on the principles 
of the Socinians, have said, with Christ, He 
that eateth my flesh, and drinketh my blood, 
hath eternal life ; for my flesh is meat indeed, 
and my blood is drink indeed ?”¢4 

But, notwithstanding the evidence produc- 
ed from the word of God, arguments and ob- 
jections are brought against a satisfaction by 
the substitution of another. If we are not 
mistaken, however, they may be sufficient- 
ly answered.* But much stronger argu- 
ments oppose the sentiment, that a holy God 


d Matt. xxvi. 37—39. Heb. v. 7. dd2 Tim. iv. 6. 
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JESUS CHRIST. 105 


may show himself favourable to, or indiffer- 
ent about, the wilful violation of those laws 
and moral duties, from an obligation to which 
he never can release men; or, to speak more 
plainly, and more in the usual style, that God 
may, and will, suffer sin to escape with im- 
punity. 

If, then, (to conclude in the language of 
the apostle, when expatiating on the glory of 
Christ,) the Son of God “hath, by himself, 
purged our sins ;”¢ how perverse and injuri- 
ous would it be, to limit the saving work of 
our Lord to his preaching? How inconsist- 
ent is it with such an idea, that, according to 
the common mode. of speaking among chris- 
tians, efficacious merits are ascribed to Christ, 
if these are understood in an unusual sense, 
only as relating to his doctrine and excellent 
character? In opposition to which, much 
might be advanced, (see Sect. 1x.) How 
clearly, then, is the doctrine confirmed, which 
we maintained in Sect. x.; namely, ‘that 
Christ himself, in his person and work, is the 
source and author of our salvation? If the 
sufferings and death of Christ have merited 
saving blessings for all the numberless multi- 
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tudes that ever have believed, or ever shall be-« 
lieve in him ; if his comparatively short suffer- 
ings were the satisfying price of redemption, to 
deliver all those sinners from the fear of death 
and the wrath to come ; then does the infinite 
worth of his person and work, pass all under- 
standing ; then we deduce from that most 
gracious deliverance, an important proof of his 
supernatural, and really divine excellence. 


Pe tereresoretete 


SECTION XII. 


THE REVELATION. OF CHRIST TO HIS CHURCH. 


As the denial of Christ’s true divinity en- 
tirely deprives the penitent sinner of the mer- 
it of his priestly work, and of all the advan- 
tages and consolations thence resulting; so 
does it rob the church of his all-sufficient 
care and protection. Is he merely a human 
prophet, born in the fulness of time, to teach 
and to confirm his doctrine by a holy exam- 
ple and a painful death? Then is the whole 
of his office long since concluded; and he 
now enjoys in heaven the promised reward 
of his services. He may pray, in general, for 
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christians in a body ; but he ceases to do any 
more for our salvation on earth. This is di- 
rectly contrary to those high and practical 
relations to the church, which he is every 
where represented as sustaining in the word 
of God; and which, at the same time, esta- 
blish his supreme perfection. 

Not only the Jews, who believed in him 
during his residence here below; but also 
all believers collected from among Jews and 
heathens after his ascension, constitute his 
church. They are all the called of Christ :* 
they are his “elect, from the one end of the 
heaven to the other.”6 Does this barely 
mean, that he, by his instructions, which 
were of so short a continuance, opened the 
way to erect upon earth such an extensive 
and permanent society? If any choose to un- 
derstand it so, let them attend to what fol- 
lows: All the members of the church are his 
property ; the sheep of which he is the shep- 
herd.+ “ Whether they live, they live to the 
Lord ; and whether they die, they die to the 
Lord; whether they live, therefore, or die, 
they are the Lord’s.”i Their bodies are the 
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members of Christ, and must, therefore, not 
be abused.* They are his property, as bought 
by him with a price; for “he hath purchas- 
ed them with his own blood.”! As they are 
the temple of the living God, who dwelleth 
in them ;™ so they are the Son’s own house, 
which he built," and will yet build.° This 
relation is, on both sides, attended with the 
most important consequences. They are his 
servants, and (which deserves particular at- 
tention) not the servants of men. “Serving 
him and not men, they shall receive from 
him the reward of the inheritance.”4 On the 
other hand, they are said, by sin and unbelief, 
to tempt Christ :* and “they are chastened 
of him, that they may not be condemned 
with the world.”* His active and salutary 
influence upon his church which is on the 
earth, is every where mentioned. When he 
was near his departure out of the world, he 
promised not to leave his people comfortless,* 
He receiveth believers." He is with them to 
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the end of the world.” He was mighty 
among the Corinthians.” As God, so like- 
wise Christ, “is gracious to them ;” or ac- 
cording to the English translation, “he for- 
gives their sins.’* He is their life’ He is 
«the author. and finisher of their faith.’ He 
“comforts and establishes their hearts.”* 
«‘They remain in him, and he in them.” 
Paul prays for his grace to be with them.° 
To every one of them is “ grace given accord- 
ing to the measure of the gift of Christ.”4 
In a word, as, “ when enemies, they were re- 
conciled to God by his death; so, when re- 
conciled, they were saved by his life He 
shall save his people.” 

Let us further consider the gracious rela- 
tion of Jesus Christ to his church, under the 
relative terms, King, Head, Shepherd, and 
Husband ; terms which, though in some de- 
grees figurative, or improper, are neverthe- 
less clear, full of meaning, and mutually sup- 
port and strengthen one another. That he is 


Vv Matt. xxviii. 20. W 2 Cor.. xin.’ 3. 
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the King of his people, the angel Gabriel,® 
and Christ himself,* have informed us. Nor 
is this to be understood in a feeble sense, of 
only a certain external lustre, or a mere hon- 
orary title; but it implies great honour, 
founded in supreme power, in allusion to the 
absolute authority of eastern princes. He is 
“the prince of the kings of the earth! He is 
the head of all principality and power.* He 
is the Lord, both of the dead and the liv- 
ing.”! This supreme power is active, and 
constantly employed in governing his people ; 
in doing them good; in protecting them 
against their enemies; and in crushing all 
opposition. ‘‘ He shall put down all rule, and 
all authority and power. For he must reign, 
till he hath put all his enemies under his 
feet.”"™ Shall, then, the professors of the pre- 
sent times, and teachers of Christianity, hate 
him, now he is gone into a far country, to re- 
ceive a kingdom; and send a message after 
him, saying, We will not have this man to 
reign over us!" If so, why do they continue 
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to join with us, in calling Christ, our Lord ? 
Or is it now a name of no significancy? Did 
it only concern his followers, who lived in the 
time of his residence here below ? The chris- 
tian churches of old did not view it in this 
light. None can seriously object to all this ; 
that to believers are promised the kingdom ; 
a place upon a throne; and the judging of 
their enemies.° For we need only to take a 
view of these promises, and we shall perceive 
the immense difference between the glory as- 
cribed to believers, in fellowship and union 
with their Lord; and that of Christ himself, 
by and from whom they receive it. 

Christ is the only head of the church, and 
they are his body ; his members.? This signi- 
fies, not only that he is far their superior ; 
but also, that he affords them his powerful 
influence for their provision and support, for 
their direction and safety. Christ “is the 
head of the church, and he is the Saviour of 
the body.1 He filleth all in all."* The fruit 
of his exaltation is, “ the edifying of the body 
of Christ ; that we may grow up unto him, 
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who is the head: from whom the whole bo- 
dy, fitly joined together, and compacted, ac- 
cording to the effectual measure of every part, 
maketh increase of the body.” 

Jesus was not only the Shepherd of his 
Jewish people in Palestine; but, after his 
leaving the world, the dispersed in the lesser 
‘Asia, who were as sheep going astray, return- 
ed unto him ;‘ the church of Ephesus was his 
flock ;» the whole body of christians, to be 
called from among the Jews and heathens, 
were to be the sheep of one fold, and he their 
only shepherd.” They could not be so called, 
merely from holding his doctrine. The friend- 
ly character of a shepherd conveys the idea of 
an active and busy life, spent in feeding, con- 
ducting, protecting, and caring for his flock. 
In a spiritual sense, this is emphatically true 
of Christ. He was to bring the sheep from 
among the heathens. He knows them all. 
He is “the Shepherd and Bishop of their 
_ souls.” But what does he procure for them, 
as their shepherd? Nothing less than eternal 
life;? the crown of glory.2 The union of the 
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church with her Redeemer, which is the source 
of so many spiritual blessings, is often repre- 
sented by the tender image of a marriage 
covenant. He is her Bridegroom: not sepa- 
rated from her in any age by his distance from 
her in heaven ; but united to her most closely, 
for her safety, her ornament, her fruitfulness 
and advantage. Paul expresses in very em- 
phatical language, this union so full of com- 
fort, and lays it down as a foundation for re- 
commending the reciprocal duties, in a happy 
matrimonial state.® 

All such relations of the Saviour to his 
church, furnish us with a threefold proof of 
his true divinity. For, ferst, To what man, what 
teacher, what mere creature, or middle being 
between God and us, do so much honour, and 
so much authority belong; and consequently, 
so much subjection, dependance, service, and 
confidence from his people; that the whole 
multitude of the elect from among all nations 
till the end of time, are his subjects and his 
flock ; who must all adhere to him as their 
only Head and Prince? Secondly, Those pow- 
erful and saving exertions of Christ, the belief 
of which, far from being enthusiastic, is au- 
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thorised by Scripture, which represents them 
in a variety of views, presuppose Christ to 
possess omniscience, omnipresence, omnipo- 
tence and grace. Thirdly, All his relations to 
God’s church, are in the New Testament as- 
cribed to him in language: borrowed directly 
and expressly from the Old, where such rela- 
tions are ascribed to Jehovah exclusively, and 
his severe displeasure testified against all that 
would divide them with any other. “Israel 
was his peculiar treasure, the rod of his inhe- 
ritance.”° When they asked a king, they did 
evil in the sight of God.t The pastoral care 
of God over them is highly extolled ;¢ and 
the profanation of his “ holy covenant,” so 
rich in love, is charged upon them as a re- 
proach, and a mark of the highest ingratitude 
Has, then, the Supreme Being now laid aside 
all his love to his people, or devolved the care 
of them upon a mere creature ? 

Against this argument it may be alleged, 
that it is said, that “ When Christ shall have 
put down all rule and authority, he shall de- 
liver up the kingdom to God the Father; and 
when all things shall be put under Him, then 
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shall the Son also himself be subject unto him, 
that God may be all in all.”€ Thus, his ex- 
alted relation to the church seems to be not 
permanent, but for a time ; not self-originated 
but derived, whilst his subjection to the Fa- 
ther seems to discover no supreme or divine 
power. The passage, it must be allowed, is 
difficult. But does it teach us, that Jesus, 
after having gradually, subdued all opposition, 
and even subjected death itself to his domin- 
ion, shall on that very account, lose all autho- 
rity? Must his power come to an end, by 
having reached the utmost design of its exer- 
tion? Bynomeans. The same Paul declares, 
that he is “ far above all principality, and 
every name that is named, not only in this 
world, but also in that which is to come.”> At 
the end of time, “his glory shall be revealed”? 
in the most illustrious manner. Then shall 
“he sit upon the throne of his: glory, and be 
glorified in his saints.* On that appear- 
ance is founded the hope of his people, that 
they “shall see him as he is.”! Then “ shall 
they have an entrance into the everlasting 
kingdom of our Lord and Saviour Jesus 

& 1 Cor. xv. 2428, h Eph. i. 21. 

i] Pet. iv. 13. Tit. ii. 13. Col. iii. & 

k Matt. xxv. 31. 2 Thess. i. 7—10. | Johniii. 2, 3. 


116 THE DIVINITY oF 


Christ ;’" of whose kingdom, we are told, - 
there “shall be no end.” As previous to 
that time, the royal majesty of Christ, and the 
Father’s delivering all things unto the Son,° by 
no means annihilated or diminished? the su- 
premacy and everlasting sovereignty of the 
Father ; so, on the other hand, the delivering 
up of the kingdom to the Father by Christ, 
does not prevent our Lord, after having over- 
come, from “ sitting down with the Father on 
his throne.’4 That mutual resignation, there- 
fore, can have regard only to a change in the 
administration of that kingdom of grace, which 
belongs to the Father and the Son, the parti- 
culars of which change are not revealed. To 
be “all in all,’ as God the Father. shall then 
be, is a beautiful description of all-sufficiency, 
and by far too exalted for any creature; but 
not for Christ, who is already such in the 
kingdom of grace.44 With regard to the sub- 
jection mentioned, which has been the subject 
of so much thought and research, none can 
suppose that it is to be understood in so de- 
grading a sense as that in which Christ is, just 
before, said “to put down all rule and all 
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authority, and to put all things under his feet ;” 
but it must be understood in consistency with 
the love of the Father to him; with his faith- 
ful execution of the whole plan of redemption, 
and with his perfecting the kingdom of hea- 
ven. Besides which, we may direct our 
thoughts to the solemn account which he shall 
render to the Father, of his mediatorial work ; 
as also to that approbation and honour which 
he will receive from him.”* To maintain that 
the Prince of salvation is a mere creature, on 
account of that subjection at the end of the 
-world, the manner of which is so obscurely 
revealed, is, to say the least, very unsatisfac- 
tory ; since, in respect of his created nature, 
his subjection will not then commence, as, in 
that nature, he is at this moment, and ever 
was, in all things wecessarily subject to the 
Deity. But the true and undoubted subjec- 
tion of Christ to the Father, we shall examine 
more particularly in Sect. xix. 
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SECTION XIII. 


THE AUTHORITY OF CHRIST OVER ALL GOD’S 
AMBASSADORS. 


Ir pleased the Supreme Lord, in ancient 
times, to authorise and send forth chosen ser- 
vants, to instruct fallen man in the way of 
salvation. Christ also is presented to us as 
the ambassador:and servant of the Father, and 
that in a two-fold relation; he being “ the 
Apostle,” and also “the High Priest of our 
profession.”* This may create a suspicion, as 
if our Saviour, like other ambassadors and 
servants of God, was only a privileged crea- 
ture, far above those, perhaps, but not in any 
respect equal to God. Our opponents suppose 
this to be fully confirmed by what our Saviour . 
himself says, ‘“ This is life eternal, that they — 
might know thee, the only true God, and Je- 
sus Christ, whom thou hast sent;”* as he there- 
by seems to distinguish himself from the only 
true God, as the Father’s ambassador. But if 
we consider this a little more attentively, we 
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shall find, that what Scripture teaches respect- 
ing his relation and superiority to all the ser- 
vants of God, will direct us to the true sense 
of that sublime passage. 

According to the divine testimony, Moses 
was highly privileged above other prophets." 
John the Baptist was superior to Moses; and 
all the apostles were superior to John.” But 
all that variety of gifts, of privileges and of 
rank, ceases at once, and disappears, when 
compared with the Lord Jesus Christ. Paul 
was above Apollos, Tychicus, Epaphras, and 
others ; but yet it was carnal to regard such a 
small difference, when Christ came in ques- 
tion.” John, who was the forerunner and 
kinsman of Jesus ; who was acknowledged by 
Herod and all the people as a prophet, and of 
whom it was foretold, (a miracle accompany- 
ing the prediction) “ He shall be great in the 
sight of the Lord,’*—thought he could not 
sufficiently praise the Saviour’s excellence. 
«‘ He who cometh after me is preferred before 
me, for he was before me ; whose shoes I am 
not worthy to unloose. I have need to be 
baptised of thee, and comest thou to me? He 


u Numb. xii. 6—8. v Matt. xi. 9—14. 
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must increase, but I must decrease. He that 
cometh from heaven is above all.”Y 

They are all jointly subjected to the service 
of Christ. As they are the ministers of God,” 
so are they “the ministers and servants of 
Christ.” They must serve the Lord Jesus 
Christ.’ “Be not ye called many masters, for 
one is your master, even Christ.© Ye call me 
‘Master and Lord, and ye say well, for so I am.”4 
They are called his soldiers.< All teachers 
must attend to this, lest, through unfaithful- 
ness, they should “deny the Lord that bought 
them.’ They have their mission, their saving 
message, and their authority from Christ. 
They are every-where called “ the apostles of 
Jesus Christ.” Paul “ received his ministry 
from the Lord Jesus, to testify the gospel of 
the grace of God.”&€ The Lord gave him his 
authority.» He is the door by which all the 
shepherds come into the sheep-foldi We 
must not from such passages, consider the 
Lord Jesus barely as a minister of state, by 


Y John i. 27—30. iii. 30—36. Zz 2 Cor. vi. 4. 
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whom the royal ambassadors receive com-. 
mands ; but which they receive in the name 
of the prince. Some passages will bear this 
interpretation. For example, “Paul, an apos- 
tle of Jesus Christ, by the will of God.”* 
Paul “received by Christ, grace and apostle- 
ship.”! But that grace he often ascribes to 
Christ himself ;™ and the Saviour is represent- 
ed in this authority, a3 in fellowship with the 
Father, “ Paul, an apostle, not of men, neither 
by man, but by Jesus Christ and God the Fa- 
ther." <“‘ James, a servant of God, and of the 
Lord Jesus Christ.”° The giving of apostles, 
prophets, and teachers,? is ascribed equally to 
God and to Christ. Concerning his supreme 
authority over his ministering servants, read 
Matt. x. 1—33. Acts xxvi. 15—19. Rev. ii. 
and ii. For this reason he is represented 
emblematically, as holding the stars of the 
churches in his right hand.4 He is “ the 
nobleman that went into a far country, to re- 
ceive for himself a kingdom and to return ; 
who called his servants, and delivered unto 


K Col. i. 1. 1 Rom. i. 5. m 2 Cor. xii. 9. 
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them his goods, and said, Occupy till I come.”* 
Ambassadors speak and act in the name of the 
power that sends them. But it was in the 
name of Christ, that the ambassadors of whom 
we speak, executed their embassy ; ‘‘ We are 
ambassadors for Christ, as though God did 
beseech you by us; we pray you in Christ’s 
‘stead, be ye reconciled to God.* In the name 
of Jesus, they preached repentance and re- 
mission of sins; they exhorted,‘ they baptis- 
ed," and administered the Lord’s supper.’ 
His faithful servants carefully avoided doing 
any thing of this kind ‘in their own name.” 
The miracles wrought by the apostles were 
also performed in the name of Christ ; and the 
workers of them expressly denied that they 
were done by their own virtue or power.* 
The divinity of the glorious Mediator is 
fully evident from this, that he directs his 
servants on earth, and qualifies them for their 
important offices.¥ He promises to give them 
a “mouth and wisdom, which all their ad- 


¥ Luke xix. 12, 13. Matt. xxv. 14. xxiv. 40. 
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versaries shall not be able to gainsay or re-— 
sist.”* “If ye shall ask any thing in my 
name,” says he, “I will do it.”4 He sent 
Paul, and promised to deliver him from the 
Jews and Gentiles.” “My grace is sufficient 
for thee ; for my strength is made perfect in 
weakness.’* Paul could “do all things through 
Christ strengthening him.’4 The great effect 
of the apostles’ preaching and their miracles, 
could not, certainly, be ascribed to their own, 
but to a divine power. And to whose power? 
They preached every where “the Lord (Christ) 
working with them, and confirming the word, 
with signs following.”® Lydia heard the word 
preached, and “the Lord opened her heart.’ 
John baptized with water: Jesus with the 
Holy Ghost. Peter said, “ Eneas, Jesus 
Christ maketh thee whole.’? Would it not 
_ have been unreasonable, if Eneas had replied 
thus, “No; it is not Jesus Christ, who is only 
a glorified spirit ; but his Father that maketh 
me whole, for the confirmation of the doctrine 
which Christ formerly published.” Paul dar- 


% Luke xxi. 15. comp. Exod. iv. 12, 15. 
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ed not “to speak of any of those things which 
Christ had not wrought by him, to make the 
Gentiles obedient ; by word and deed.” For 
this reason it was, that they prayed so often 
to Christ, that he would bless their ministry, 
and bestow his grace upon the churches.* 
Once more (and this may decide the point), 
Christ himself is the object, the matter, and the 
scope of their united mission and doctrine. 
They preached not themselves, nor any hu- 
man teachers, however eminent. Mark preach- 
ed not Peter, nor Timothy, Paul, though his 
spiritual father: but they all preached Curis. 
What is meant by this, we have already seen. 
Their ministry was instituted on his account, 
that they might “ be witnesses of him to the 
uttermost parts of the earth.”! They were to 
confess him before men.™ ‘ We preach not 
ourselves,” was their language, ‘‘ but Christ 
Jesus the Lord, and ourselves, your servants 
for Jesus’ sake." The Saviour says of Paul, 
“‘ He is a chosen vessel unto me, to bear my 
name before the Gentiles, and kings, and the 
children of Israel. For I will show him how 
great things he must suffer for my name’s 
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sake.”° Philip preached “the things con- 
cerning the kingdom of God, and the name of 
Jesus Christ.”°° “They are unfaithful ser- 
vants who seek their own, not the things 
which are Jesus Christ’s.”P So, on the other 
hand, their happy converts had learned, not 
Paul or any other human teachers, but Christ. 
The Ephesians were taught the truth, and 
were “light,” not in the apostle, but “in the 
Lord.”4 Christ then differs from all other 
teachers, just as the light differs from those 
who merely exhibit it. John was not “ that 
light, but he was sent to bear witness of the 
light.”* 

Nor will Christ ever forbear to maintain 
his high authority. He will judge, concern- 
ing the ministry of his servants ; pronounce 
his sentence upon them, and give to every 
one his reward. For after a long time, the 
lord of the servants unto whom he had de- 
livered his goods, and had committed various 
talents, shall come again and reckon with 
them.s “ Watch ye, therefore,” said he to his 
disciples, “and pray always that ye may be 
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accounted worthy to stand before the Son of 
Man.”* “Knowing therefore the terror of — 
the Lord,” says Paul, “we persuade men ;” 
and elsewhere, “with me it is a very small 
thing, that I should be judged of you or of 
man’s judgment. He that judgeth me is the 
Lord Christ,” as the connection shews." Ti- 
mothy was thus exhorted to faithfulness, “ If 
we suffer, we shall also reign with him; if 
we deny him, he will deny us ; if we believe 
not, yet’ he abideth faithful ; he cannot deny 
himself.’ The apostle having fought the 
good fight, expected “the crown of right- 
eousness, which the Lord, the righteous judge, 
would give him in the. day of his appear- 
ing. * 

A comparison of the Lord Jesus Christ 
with his own, and his Father’s servants; and 
the relations in which he stands to them, (as 
they have been considered in several views), 
which are confirmed by what Jesus and they 
themselves have said; afford us a proof of 
such abilities, of such operations, of such 
honour, and of such authority, as exalt him 
above all finite beings. We rejoice that our 
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high estimation of Christ, meets, if we be not 
mistaken, with the fullest concurrence of those 
faithful servants of God, by whose infallible 
testimony we know Christ, and was the 
fundamental doctrine of their teaching. They 
every where endeavoured, as far as they were 
able, to exalt Christ above themselves; to re- 
verence him as their Lord; and to give us 
the most instructive examples of all that hon- 
our and respect, which, as we concluded in 
Sect. vili., establish his true divinity. Let 
us now recollect what we have already obser- 
ved, with regard to John the Baptist. Paul’s 
whole life was Christ :* and had the intended 
conciseness of this treatise permitted, we 
might have shown, from almost every para- 
graph of his reasonings and epistles, that his 
thoughts, his love, his fortitude, and his gra- 
titude were all directed to Christ his Lord. 
Would to God we could excite the emulation 
of those, who, without such affections, would 
endeavour to reduce Christianity to its ancient 
simplicity! Did not all the apostles and their 
immediate successors, seek their own salvation 
in Christ, and expect’it from him? Did they 
not call upon him in difficulty and distress, 
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exercise themselves in his fear, and ascribe to 
him all the success of their ministry? They 
“ laboured, striving according to his working 
that wrought in them mightily.“** Did they 
not give up every thing for him, and hazard 
their lives for the name of the Lord Jesus 
Christ?”y The “prisoner of Jesus Christ,” 
was esteemed a title of honour by the wise 
ambassador of the cross. His glorying above 
others was, that he as a minister of Christ was 
in stripes more abundant, in prisons, in deaths, 
and in sufferings of every kind more fre- 
quent.? Because the strength of Christ was 
‘made perfect in his weakness,” he took plea- 
sure in infirmities, in reproaches, in persecu- 
tions, in distresses for Christ’s sake.”# No 
afflictions moved him; “neither,” says he, 
“count I my life dear unto myself, so that I 
might finish my course with joy, and the mi- 
nistry which I have received of the Lord 
Jesus.” When “ Peter and the apostles were 
beaten, they rejoiced that they were counted 
worthy to suffer for his name ; and they ceas- 
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ed not to preach Jesus.’° Why, then, did 
those enlightened men thus esteem their Lord? 

The divine superiority of Christ, compar- 
ed with other ambassadors of God, appears 
in the totally different relations which he and 
they bear tothe church. Moses and Christ 
were both faithful to him that had appointed 
them. But with how much difference?— 
‘Moses as a servant in God’s house ; Christ 
as a son over his own house ; whose house 
are we.”® A difference like that between a 
part of a house or family, and the builder or 
proprietor of that house. ‘For Christ was 
counted worthy of more glory than Moses, 
inasmuch as he who buildeth the house hath 
more honour than the house. For every 
house is builded by some one, but he that 
built all things is God.’ The reasoning in 
these words is not very common, and has re- 
ceived several explications. But, however 
uncommon it may be, it contains, in our opin- 
ion, agreeably to its connection and scope, an 
implicit acknowledgment of our Lord’s di- 
vinity. The elders, and witnesses of the suf- 
fering of Christ, feed the flock of God, but not 
as being Jords over God’s heritage, while 

© Acts v. 29, 40—42, 4d Heb. iii. 2. 
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Christ is “the chief shepherd,’ and he to 
whom the sheep belong.”* “They feed the 
church of God, which he hath purchased 
with his own blood.’ They are all “ given 
by the Lord Jesus for the edifying of the 
body of Christ.”* Their labour tends to this, 
“that Christ may be formed” in his people.! 
“ Him (say they) we preach, warning every 
man, and teaching every man in all wisdom, 
that we may present every man perfect in 
Christ Jesus."™ Christ alone, without allow- 
ing any to have a share with him in the re- 
lation, is, as we have already seen, the bride- 
groom, the husband, and the Lord of the 
church. But his illustrious forerunner was 
only the friend of the bridegroom; to whom 
it was granted as an honour, even “ to rejoice 
because of the bridegroom.”® All other 
faithful teachers are instrumental in prepar- 
ing the church for her husband, Christ.° In 
a word, respecting his relation to the church, 
the Saviour differs as much from them, as he 
does from the means employed for their sal- 
vation. Or “is Christ divided? Was Paul 
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crucified for you? or were you baptised in 
the name of Paul? Who then, is Paul, and 
who is Apollos, but ministers by whom ye 
believed, even as the Lord gave to every 
man.’P 

Let us also consider the divine authority of 
Christ over the angels. His supreme power, 
and his redeeming conquests, over Satan and 
his angels are mentioned frequently and at 
large ;4 and he is likewise to be their judge.” 
But as many in these times will not hear 
of evil angels, let us attend to the good 
angels,—those powerful spirits who are sent 
to execute the great plans of God’s counsel. 
How can Christ be considered as a mere crea- 
ture, if he be the Lord of angels? How often 
were they dispatched to serve him in his state 
of humiliation on earth? ‘“ Angels and au- 
thorities are made subject to him.’* They 
are his angels or messengers ;* and a time is 
coming, ‘““when the Lord shall be revealed 
from heaven with his mighty angels." It 
must not be imagined that Christ excels the 
angels only as to the degree of his qualifica- 
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® Matt. viii. 29. Jude 6. * 1 Pet. iii. 22. Phil. ii. 10 

t Matt. xvi. 27. xxiv. 31, Rev. i, 1, '2 Thess, i. 7. 


132 THE DIVINITY OF 


tions, or in point of precedency, as the chief 
created angel. The apostle assigns a very 
different reason for his pre-eminence: For he 
informs us, that while God calls the angels 
“his ministers,” he says to Jesus, “thou art 
my Son ;” and again, “thy throne, O Gon, is 
for ever and ever.”Y +“ But to which of the 
angels said he at any time, sit on my right 
hand.”¥ Those richly endued messengers of 
heaven must own, with humility, their infinite 
distance from the glory of the Son of God, 
when they all in a body, without distinction 
of ranks, worship him* On this account they 
are allowed no claim to our adoration; as that 
would not be holding the head.Y The differ- 
ence, then, between Christ and the angels, is 
the difference between the Saviour himself, 
and those “ministering spirits, which are 
sent forth to minister for them who shall be 
heirs of salvation ;”? a difference as great as 
we have seen to subsist between Christ and 
his apostles. For how high soever angels are 
above human teachers, yet when both come 
into comparison with Christ, their superiority 
ceases to be perceptible, An angel himself 
hath said, “I am thy fellow-servant, and of 
v Heb. i.5,7,8 =| Wer. 13, x ver. 6. 
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thy brethren that have the testimony of Jesus. 
Worship God, for the testimony of Jesus is 
the spirit of prophecy.* 

Now, by comparing all that has been said, 
particularly in this section, with the declar- 
ation of Jesus (John xvii. 3.) above mention- 
ed, it is evident, that to be sent by the Father, 
is far from being inconsistent with his true 
divinity. For, having fellowship with the 
Father in his perfections, working, and hon- 
our, he is infinitely exalted above -all other 
ambassadors of God. It was the express good 
pleasure of God, in the fulness of time, to 
take a course quite different from that of for- 
mer ages. It pleased God to reveal himself 
and his grace to mankind, in a more illus- 
trious manner; so as to afford them richer 
consolation, and lay them under greater obli- 
gations, by sending an ambassador whose re- 
lation to the Father, as well as to the church, 
was totally different and infinitely superior. 
“ God, who at sundry times and in divers 
manners, spake in times past to the fathers by 
the prophets, hath in these last days spoken un- 
to us by his Son.”” That great difference was 
published “ from the excellent glory,” in the 
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hearing of teachers both of the Old and New 
Testament times. “Last of all, he sent unto 
them his Son, saying, They will reverence 
my Son.”¢ Jesus himself shews in the words 
objected against us, his dignity and his fel- 
lowship with the Father; by making our 
eternal life consist in the knowledge, not of 
the Father only, but also of the Son himself, 
—not merely as a source ,of instruction (for 
that might be also said of the apostle) but as 
the ground and source of salvation, (see Sect. 
x.) He evidently asserts his own power, 
when, in the second verse, he calls the dig- 
nity ascribed to him, “a power over all flesh 
that he should (not barely reveal, but) give 
eternal life to as many as were given him of 
the Father.” Inthe fifth verse he also teaches 
us, that his being sent, supposes the high 
‘glory which he had with the Father, even 
before the world was.” 

But does not Jesus acknowledge (which is 
the principal thing) that the Father is the 
only true God, in opposition to himself as his 
ambassador? When Socinus and his followers 
drew this conclusion from the text, they were 
obliged to give up an idea, of which, on other 
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occasions they are extremely fond ; viz. That 
the term God, in sacred language, does not 
express the high and distinguishing nature of 
the Supreme Being ; but is a name of author- 
ity and excellence. For, one of\ these two 
things must follow: If that name signify an 
high authority, only in whatever manner they 
intend that to be ascribed to Christ under 
this name, they cannot here appropriate the 
only true Godhead to the Father, exclusively 
of the Son; and so the objection falls. But, 
if they here understand, by the name God, 
the eternal and infinite Being only ; it is an 
implicit acknowledgement of our proof of 
Christ’s divinity, drawn from that name be- 
ing so expressly given to him. We will not 
avail ourselves of the translation adopted by 
some, who understand it in the following 
manner: ‘This is eternal life, that thou art 
the only true God, as also Jesus Christ whom 
thou hast sent.” We abide by the usual sense, 
that the eternal salvation of men depends up- 
on the due acknowledgement of the Father, 
as the only true God, and of Christ as the Sa- 
viour sent by him. But that distinction, 
‘which was long since observed, still remains 
valid: It is quite a different thing to say, 
“The Father is the only true God,” which 
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we respectfully own,—and to say, “ The Fa- 
ther alone is the true God,” which is not in 
the text.. The intention of our Saviour is to ex 
hibit the Father as the only true God in con- 
trast with all false gods, the worship of whom 
was to be entirely abolished by the gospel, 
that the name of God might be one through 
the whole earth: but not in contrast with 
himself, in whose power it is to bestow eter- 
nal life. God, the Father, is called “the 
blessed and only Potentate, the King of kings, 
and Lord of lords;’® but it should not be 
doubted that this belongs also to Christ. 
Paul determined “to know nothing save 
Jesus Christ ;’f that is, not exclusive of the 
Father, but of all created powers from whom 
salvation might be sought. To which we 
may add, that remarkable saying of John, 
concerning Jesus Christ, “This is the true 
God.” Now, for the Saviour, in the verse 
before us, to describe himself in a limited 
sense as sent by the Father, is natural ; since, 
as Mediator, who was to perform his work 
upon earth in the low state of humanity, he 
here desires his Father’s glorifying approba- 
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tion: while he, nevertheless, in this sublime 
prayer, avowedly claims to himselfsuch prere« 
gatives, as are unsuitable in the mouth of any 
mere creature. 

But, let us consider, a little more particular- 
ly, the forementioned assertion of the angel. 
“ The testimony of Jesus is the spirit of pro- 
phecy ;” i.e. of divine revelation, both: in early 
and later times. 


PADD IEA ALAA 


SECTION XIV. 


CHRIST THE SPIRIT OF ANCIENT PROPHECY. 


« 


Ir Christ, who is not a mere creature, but 
the mighty Saviour of Adam’s apostate seed, 
be the principal subject of the doctrine of sal- 
vation ; and if before his incarnation, he had 
an existence which never commenced ; then, 
certainly he could not be unknown to those that 
were honoured with a divine revelation, before 
the time of the gospel. Christian divines have 
generally taken this for granted; and are 
pleased with collecting, from the books of the 


Old Testament, and from the earliest ages, the 
M 


138 THE DIVINITY OF 


important information concerning him ; which 
information became gradually stronger and 
clearer as time advanced. In the application 
of texts to him, some have been more free, 
and others more sparing. 

Those who deny the divinity of Jesus, have 
thought much more meanly of the doctrine of 
the Old Testament, supposing that they can 
find in it but little of Christ or of his gospel. 
The religion of the patriarchs, and of the Is- 
raelites, was never more despised than by some 
of our modern teachers. The writings of the 
prophets, say they, are so involved, that though 
we do our utmost, with the assistance of skill 
in languages, and in the art of poetry, to con- 
nect them, and to unfold their meaning, they 
will be still obscure. The passages produced 
from them, which are applied to Christ and 
his redemption, appear to have no such design. 
But he and his apostles, by making an artful 
use of the attachment of the Jews to prophetic 
language, and of their prejudices respecting 
the Messiah who was to come ; have given that 
particular turn to them. As to the law of cer- 
emonies, it was onlya political regulation about 
long established customs, or animitation of what 
was practised by renowned nations.—These ob- 
jectors proceed still farther, and say, thepatri- 
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archs were plain men, and keepers of cattle; who, 
with regard to invisible things, were entirely 
in a state of childish simplicity. The first book 
of Moses was: collected not only from ancient 
memorials, but from writings of uncertain au- 
thority ; as also from ancient traditionary re- 
ports, or the songs of nations, and is poetical 
andembellished. Thus the earliest informations 
concerning mankind, are not founded on true 
historical facts.—Some new divines fal] in with 
the supposition, that the first men, naturally 
rude and ignorant, did not for a long time 
unite in society ; arrived slowly to the use of 
speech ; and were obliged to be instructed in 
the knowledge of God, in a gradual manner, 
and by the assistance of sensibie images and 
appearances. Moses, say they, could make 
- nothing of the Israelites, except by prescribing 
a religious service, which was emblematical, 
and adapted to give them constant employ- 
ment. The most intelligent of that people 
might hope for farther light ; but how little 
could pure and rational religion be thereby 
inculeated on their minds! How much less 
the mystery of a divine Redeemer, who was 
to come and make atonement for sins of 
ancient and later times ; together with other 
doctrines of a similar nature ! 
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Into what a situation are we now come! 
To renounce an important and well-confirmed 
artiele of belief, shall we be obliged to credit 
loose principles, and to embrace the absurd- 
ities of Epicurus concerning the origin of so- 
ciety? Is it philosophical, is it agreeable to 
the constitution, and for the honour of reason- 
able men? Is it consistent with the wisdom 
and goodness of God, tomake men first wander 
about for a long time ina state of speechless 
barbarity ; to leave those reasonable men, ne- 
vertheless, to invent language of themselves ; 
and then to let them live for ages in childish ig- 
norance ? Is there so much information and 
utility to be found, in doing what we can, to 
lose with the literal history of Genesis, all the 
advantage by which the sacred history is so 
superior toall others ; and to extinguish all the 
light which it throws upon the condition of 
man, the origin of good and evil, the rise of 
nations, geography, chronology, and the like ? 
_ That the knowledge of God, and the doc- 
trine of salvation, were revealed to mankind 
by degrees, is very certain. But was it 
necessary the Deity should have a course of 
ages, in which to instruct men so far in the 
arts and sciences, as we teach our children in 
the space of fourteen or sixteen years? Is it 
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in our power to read the most ancient records 
in the world; the history of the patriarchs, or 
the book of Job ; without admiring the pro- 
found knowledge, the strong faith, and the 
enlightened piety of the friends of God? Read 
attentively, for instance, Job xxxi., Gen. xviii., 
with similar passages; and then compare 
them with the fables of the gods and heroes 
of Homer, or of other heathen authors, by 
which some are inclined to improve our skill 
in the interpretation of Scripture, and in criti- 
cal learning. I write not against those who 
have, in our days, with directly evil inten- 
tions, reviled the most noble piety of Abra- | 
ham, or the religion of others; but I advert 
rather, to such as are more moderate; and 
though they differ from us, do yet esteem the 
sacred writings. | 
That, in the Old Testament, a saving light, 
and a powerful deliverance, by an illustrious 
person from Abraham’s, from Jacob’s, from 
. David’s line, were predicted, and became the 
ground of comfortable expectation, cannot 
be denied by careful enquirers, and has been 
often demonstrated. Some predictions are 
clear, while many other passages, applied to 
Christ, are either more doubtful, or, being less 
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evident of themselves, are capable of being 
established, only on the foundation of the 
former. In the fulness of time, the expecta- 
tion of the Messiah, the Christ, the Anointed 
of God, was, by way of excellence, an ac 
knowledged doctrine among the Jews ;" not 
contrived in Babylon, or in the schools of the 
Jews, but found in the old prophetical Scrip- 
tures. It was generally known even to the 
Samaritans, who followed neither the Jewish 
rabbies nor the later prophets; who also ex- 
pected, in the Messiah not only a deliverer 
from the Roman yoke, but one who was to 
explain and establish the true religion, and 
who was to be the Saviour of the world.* 

All doubt with regard to Christ being the 
spirit of ancient prophecy, is entirely removed 
by his own doctrine, and that of his apostles. 
We do not deny, that many expressions of the 
Old Testament, are applied to quite different 
things in the New. The Revelation of John 
is full of such instances. This occasions en- 
quiry, and various opinions, concerning a num- 


h Luke ii. 10, 11, 26, 38. John i. 42. xi. 27. Matt. 
ii, 4, 6. i Luke i. 67-—75. John i. 46, vii, 42. 
k John iv. 25, 29, 42, 
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ber of places. Nevertheless, Christ and the 
apostles evince in the clearest manner, that 
Moses and the apostles had predicted’ the 
Messiah, as also his sufferings and glory! 
The Saviour himself has shown it on several 
occasions ;@ and likewise the apostles" Nor 
were they afraid to rest their whole doctrine 
on this point.° According to their most re- 
spectable affirmation, “ Abraham saw the day 
of Christ, and was glad.? Prophets, righteous 
men, and kings desired to see it.”4 The an- 
cient saints, from the days of Abel, lived in 
expectation of salvation, and when dead, ob- 
tained it by faith in the promises.* The gospel 
was also then preached, by which some “enter- 
ed into the rest” of God’s people ; and others 
“could not, because of unbelief.’”* They also 
expressly teach us, that David and other pro- 
phets fully understood what was suggested to 
them in their predictions." Those promises, 


1 Matt. xxvi. 24. Acts iti. 1S—26. vii. 52. x. 43. 
RSV oa, co, XXVill, 2a. -1 Pet. x, 1012, 

m Matt. xxi. 42. Luke iv. 17—22. xxiv. 27, 44, 45. 

n Acts ii. 16—35. viii. 32—35. © John v. 39, 46. 
Acts xxvi. 27. -P John viii. 56. 4 Matt. xiii. 16, 17. 
1 Pet. i. 1O—12. Luke x. 24. ¥ Heb xi. 

Ss Heb. iii, 7. iv, 1]. t Acts ii, 30, 31. 
1 Pet. i. LO—12. 
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therefore, might be propagated by word of 
mouth, and then collected and preserved in 
the schools". It is therefore an erroneous 
doctrine to maintain, in opposition to Christ, 
That not one prophecy, being well considered, 
obliges us to refer it to him, and carefully to 
enquire whence the expectation of a Messiah 
arose. 

Those promises were confirmed by, and sub- 
sisted in, a remarkable connection with God’s 
peculiar government of Abraham’s house, and 
particularly of Israel. For what purpose were 
those political laws enacted, according to 
which that people were obliged to live so se- 
questered, and confined to the inheritance of 
Canaan ;—laws by which all strangers were 
so strongly prohibited from acquiring any 
permanent possession among them ; by which 
the distinction of tribes and families was pre-« 
served ; while, from time to time, new pro- 
phets arose, and old prophecies were fulfilled ? 
The answer is easy, if this was necessary to 
prepare the way for, and to keep up a lively 
confidence in, the accomplishment of a capital 
promise respecting the Deliverer to arise out 
of Jacob ; who was to be known by the cir- 


" Acts ili, 24; compare | Sam. xix. 20. 
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cumstances of his coming, and was to remove 
that wall of separation between Jews and 
heathens, who were all to be blessed in the 
seed of Abraham. What utility or wisdom 
was there in the Old Testament ceremonies, if 
all prefiguration and emblematical representa- 
tion of a true and perfect atonement be taken 
from them? Were they instituted to make 
people believe that God would be reconciled 
by the blood of bulls and of goats? Was it to 
make them resemble, and to mingle with the 
Egyptians, or other heathen nations, from 
whom they were so miraculously separated, 
and whom they were so strictly forbidden to 
imitate in their worship, or to have any inter- 
course with them? It was not, surely, to load 
with useless burdens and expences, that very 
people who had received such particular 
marks of the divine favour, nor from caprice, 
without any important view. Is it suitable to 
supreme wisdom and goodness, to add such 
severe punishments to arbitrary and unprofit- 
able prescriptions? Is it consistent with the 
dignity of God’s government, to burden his 
favourite people, on pain of banishment and of 
death, with such a laborious but unmeaning 
service? To what difficulties should we not be 
reduced, were we to deny that only worthy 
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intention which is so expressly confirmed to 
us in the New Testament? There we are 
taught, that in the Jewish ceremonies there 
was ‘a shadow of things to come, but the 
body is-of Christ ;’” a shadow of good things 
to come, “ till the time of reformation, when 
the High Priest should come for the re- 
demption of the transgressions which were 
under the first Testament ;’” and that the 
change of that religion was not a chasm in the 
ways of God, a repeal of the plan of the Law- 
giver, which was formerly useless, which had 
no connection with the following, but the ful- 
filling or perfecting of the preceding; so that 
the old law was of use to the people of God, as 
“a schoolmaster to bring them to Christ, and 
for the bringing in of a better hope.’* In 
this view, how does every thing rise in worth! 
How significant are many sayings and allu- 
sions of the ancient believers! What a con- 
nected whole, and what a respectable plan, do 
the several periods and families of God’s 
church constitute! With what composure may 
we leave tothat acknowledged wisdom of God, 
the further circumstances with which it has 


¥ Mol. ii, - 17. w Heb. ix. and x. 
x Gal. iii-andiv, Heb. vii. 19, xi. 39, 40. John i, 29, 
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limited the principal contents of the ceremo- 
nial law of Moses, which leaves us at liberty 
to reflect upon it with moderation! How im- 
portant our privilege,.to know that it is ful- 
filled ; and to “havea great High Priest that 
is passed into the heavens, there to appear in 
the presence of God for us!”9 

Hence the doctrine of our Lord’s divinity 
is variously confirmed. For, first, to no crea- 
ture does such honour belong, that, for a 
_ course of ages, the whole family of the church, 
the institution of God’s worship, the privileges 
of God’s covenant, the chain of God’s declara- 
tions and promises, should be invariably di- 
rected to him, and terminate inhim. Second- 
ly, the ancient servants of God regarded the 
expected Redeemer as the object of those 
promises, for the sake of which they confess- 
ed, that they “were pilgrims and strangers 
on the earth.” But what advantage or conso- 
lation, what joyful expectation, would they 
have had from his being announced to them, 
before his actual appearance ; or how would 
the burden of emblematical ceremonies have 
been compensated ; if he was to be a teacher 
only, or a king, for later times ; when, at his 


y Heb. iv. 14, ix. 24, 
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appearance, the inheritance of Canaan, and 
the privileges of their posterity above the na- 
tions, were to cease; if they had not been 
warranted to consider their own salvation as 
founded in the Messiah? To this no answer 
can be given, unless Christ be more than a 
mere creature ; unless he was the Saviour of 
those who, before his coming in the flesh, had 
entered into rest. It is only in the acknow- 
ledgement of this, that there are sense, spirit, 
and life, in the original promise, in Abraham’s 
blessing, or in Jacob’s and David’s dying 
speeches.2 Thirdly, in those places of the 
Old Testament, where several predictions con- 
cerning the salvation of the world, are on 
good grounds, acknowledged; divines have 
found such names, qualities, works, and hon- 
ours ascribed to him, as prove his divine great- 
ness, and perfectly account for the strong 
faith of the fathers. But the particular cita- 
tion of those passages, the arranging of them, 
and the opposing of them to other interpreta- 
tions, would require a larger treatise than is 
consistent with our design. 

We must not, however, omit observing, that 
he whose saving coming. in the flesh, and spi- 


Z Gen, iii. 15, xii, 3. xlix, 2 Sam. xxiii. 1—5, 
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ritual deliverance, were predicted, actually 
existed in ancient times, and was then the ob- 
ject of the fathers’ religious homage. It is 
also certain, that under the Theocracy or the 
immediate. government of God, he was the 
Lord of Israel’s greatest kings, and was con- 
fessed as such in one of David’s devout 
Psalms.* A variety of scripture passages 
shows, that in all the successive ages of the 
Old Testament, from Abraham to Malachi, a 
divine ambassador was known to. the ancient 
church, who was invested with the highest 
perfection and authority, and was the protec- 
tor of the people of God. That angel of the 
Lord called to Abraham out of heaven, and 
said, “now I know that thou fearest God, 
seeing thou hast not with-held thine only son 
from me.”* To Jacob he said, “I am the 
God of Bethel.”? Jacob was redeemed by 
him from all evil, and prayed to him for a 
blessing upon his children... He was “the 
Lord God who said to Moses, I am the God 


* Psalm ex. 1. We find no reason to depart from 
the explication, so significant, and suited to the words, 
which is given of this place by the Saviour, (Matt, xxii. 
43—45.) for that of fallible interpreters. 

a Gen. xxii. 11, 12. b Gen xxxi, L1—13. 

¢ Gen. xlviii. 15, 16. 
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of Abraham, the God of Isaac, and the God 
of Jacob:’4 who also spoke to Moses on 
Mount Sinai. He was Israel’s great conduc- 
tor out of Egypt, and their mighty Saviour :f 
concerning whom it was the express command 
of God; “obey his voice and provoke him 
not, for he will not pardon your trans- 
gressions ; for my name is in him.”é That 
angel said, ““I made you to go up out of 
Egypt, and have brought you into the land 
which I sware unto your father; and I said, 
I will never break my covenant with you.” 
He is called the angel of God’s presence, who 
saved Israel ;' the Lord, who was sent from 
the Lord, and: was to dwell in Zion ;* the 
messenger of the covenant; the Lord, who 
was sought and was suddenly to come to his 
temple,” and therefore was the Lord of God’s 
temple! The bare citation of these passages, 
and the mutual support they give to one an- 
other, (not to mention others) totally remove the 
exceptions which have been made against them. 
The last of these texts, and other reasons, 


ad Exod. iii. 2—-14. Acts vii. 30—-35. © Acts vii. 38. 

f Exod. xiv. 19. xxiii. 20. &§ Exod. xxiii. 21. 

h Judges ii. |—4. i Isa. Ixiii. 9. Zech. ii. 8—10. 
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show that the uncreated angel is Christ, who 
thus made himself known of old, as Israel’s 
deliverer. This, too, gives us a key to vari- 
ous passages, which would otherwise have 
no proper signification. It shows us how 
Moses “esteemed the reproach of Christ, 
greater riches than the treasures of Egypt ;”™ 
how the voice of Christ then shook the earth ;? 
how Christ was the builder and Lord, not 
first of the gospel church by his coming in the 
flesh ; but of the whole house of God, in 
which Moses was formerly a servant ;° how 
the perverse Israelites, notwithstanding the 
above warning, not to provoke the angel of 
the Lord,? tempted Christ in the wilderness ;4 
and so on. 


m Heb. xi. 26. Nn Heb. xii. 25, 26. comp. Exod. 
xix. 16—18. Acts vii. 38. © Heb. iii. 3—5. 

P Exod. xxiii. 21. 
41 Cor. x. 9. comp. Numb. xxi. 5, 6. Heb. iii. 7—9. 
comp. Ps. xev. 7—9. The reading roy ypssoy (1 Cor. 
x. 9.) is just. Besides, other proofs, the citation of 
Irenzus, which is both simple and suited to the connec- 
tion, is of much more weight, than the inconsistent in- 
formation of Epiphanius, concerning whose account of 
the matter so much has been said. Consider, further, 
the import of verse the fourth; the rock, of which Israel 
drank, was Christ. 
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To these we might add some other proofs 
by which divines have established, from the 
Old Testament, a plurality of persons in the 
Godhead. Among these, some appear to me, 
at least, to admit no other tolerable sense ; 
and when compared with the forementioned 
reasons seem to confirm our demonstration.* 
Jt is therefore surprising that any divines, 
who are convinced of the doctrine of the 
Holy Trinity from the New Testament, should 
declare they can find no trace of it in the 


Old. 


SECTION XV. 


THE DIVINITY OF CHRIST, THE POWER OF THE 
GOSPEL. 


We have already produced a great number 
of texts, which appear, each by itself, and 
still more strongly when united, to confute 
the opinion of Socinus ; many of which seem 
also to overturn that of Arius, and of those 


* The reader will find a Thesaurus of these in Dr 
Smith’s Scrip. Test. vol. ii—Ep. 
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who follow him, whether more nearly or at a 
distance ;—passages, therefore, which demand 
our belief in the true divinity of Jesus. To 
deprive those Scriptures of the proofs which 
they contain, what forced interpretations have 
often been put upon them; and what far-fetch- 
ed objections have been made to them! What 
assistance has been borrowed from every art 
and science to avoid, with any decent appear- 
ance, explications that are most clear, and 
supported by the criticisms of learned men! 
How eagerly is an objection, or an unusual 
interpretation, of any distinguished writer 
against one or more of those proofs, embrac- 
ed! But, however numerous the passages are 
from which the divinity of the Saviour can- 
not be sufficiently demonstrated ; yet from the 
acknowledgement of this doctrine, what su- 
perior energy, and what an exalted sense, 
quite suited to the doctrine of salvation, do 
they receive, while, by the opposite opinion, 
they become both feeble and obscure! For 
instance, “‘To have the Son, and to have life 
in him ;' to abide in him;;* to stand fast in 
the Lord ;‘ to be strong in the grace that is 


t | Johniv. 11, 12. 5 | John ii, 6, 28, 
t 1 Thess. iii. 8. 
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in Christ Jesus ;" the fruits of righteousness, 
which are by Jesus Christ 3¥ to thank God 
through Jesus Christ our Lord.” No man 
knoweth the Son but the Father; neither 
knoweth any man the Father save the Son, 
and he to whomsoever the Son will reveal 
him.’ww 

We do not wish to force on the word of 
God any construction suited to our taste, 
which is not either demonstrable in itself, or 
confirmed by parallel places; for that would 
not be a safe foundation on which to build 
our religion and our hopes. But, when any 
mode of interpretation weakens, obscures, and 
destroys those things in the word of God, 
which the sacred writers expressly declare 
are not only to be found in it, but constitute 
the power and excellence of the gospel ; then 
must such mode of interpretation stand for 
nothing. This is precisely the case with the 
denial of Christ’s true divinity, and with the 
interpretation of Scripture agreeable to that 
opinion. 

The gospel is highly esteemed by the apos- 
tles, for this reason, That its doctrine respect- 


a 2 Tim. ii. 1. Vv Phil, a, 11. w Rom. vii. 25, 
ww Matt. xi. 27. 
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ing Christ is a mystery, equally important and 
profound, which could be made known unto 
men by no other source of information. John 
says, “ We bear witness, and show unto you 
that eternal life which was with the Father, 
and was manifested to us.’* Paul calls the 
gospel, “the mystery of Christ,Y which hath 
been hid from ages and generations, but now 
is made manifest to his saints; to whom God 
would make known what is the riches of the 
glory of this mystery among the Gentiles, 
which is Christ the hope of glory.2. The 
mystery of God the Father, and of Christ, in 
whom are hid all the treasures of wisdom and 
knowledge :? We speak wisdom among them 
that are perfect—the wisdom of God in a 
mystery, even the hidden wisdom which God 
ordained before the world unto our glory: 
which none of the princes of this world knew; 
for had they known it, they would not have 
crucified the Lord of glory. Eye hath not 
seen, nor ear heard, neither have entered in- 
to the heart of man, the things which God 
hath prepared for them that love him.” The 
apostle is elsewhere so full of this doctrine of 


x | John i. 2. ¥Y Col. iv. 3. Z Ooi 26-25, 
4 Col, ii. 2, 3. BK hCorin 69, 
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redemption, that he appears like one who 
thinks he cannot boast too much of it... Now, 
if we apprehend the many proofs already ad- 
duced, according to the proper force of the 
expressions, and elucidated by the connection, 
and by similar phrases; if we believe that the 
eternal Son of God became flesh, that he 
made satisfaction for our sins by his death, 
and thereby opened a way to salvation for 
Jews and heathens; then indeed, we find 
mysteries, as sublime as they are full of grace, 
which, without revelation, could never have 
been conceived by the mind of man. Then _ 
we find sufficient reason for all that solemn 
apparatus of preceding prophecies, emblem- 
atical shadows, the mission of a teacher with- 
out sin, his supernatural birth, the appear- 
ances of angels, heavenly voices, miraculous 
cures, the raising of the dead, the convulsion 
and mourning of nature at his death, his re- 
surrection from the grave, his visible ascen- 
sion to heaven, the suddenly qualifying of il- 
literate fishermen to instruct the world, and 
the like ; all which were intended to excite a 
reverential belief of sublime doctrines, of mys- 
teries which reason could not teach, and for 


© Rom. xvi. 25, 26, Eph. i. 9, 10, iii, 8, 9. 
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which the divine testimony ought to be un- 
doubted. But what unheard-of mystery is there 
in Jesus Christ, if he be a mere creature, and 
his work only to instruct in the moral duties, 
which were not wholly unknown to Jews and 
heathens? Were we to have a gospel without 
mysteries ; were we to bring down Christian- 
ity to a level with what modern divines can 
find by their philosophy ; it would no longer 
be that gospel which Christ and his apostles 
taught. These men would exclude mysteries 
from the gospel: and, indeed, if Christ be not 
really God, nor his incarnation and deep hu- 
miliation, the proper and worthy means of 
our redemption ; there is very little of mys- 
tery in the object of our faith and religion ; 
but then, the evangelical doctrine itself would 
be an hyperbole, equally enigmatical and 
weak, and full of the most dangerous myster- 
ies. Then would human reason not be en- 
lightened and assisted by divine revelation, 
but involved in new and great darkness. 
Then would it be necessary to make diction- 
aries in the languages of all nations, into which 
the. Holy Scriptures are translated, in order 
to give the plainest terms an unusual turn. 
How unhappy then should we all be! We 
might rationally suppose, indeed, that the in- 
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finite perfection and counse) of God were all- 
sufficient for our deliverance from the effects 
of the fall: but, relying on God’s own infor- 
mation in that matter, receiving his testimon- — 
ies according to their obvious sense, and at- 
tentively comparing them together, we are so 
far misled, as to hope for deliverance from 
Jesus, who had not obtained it, and who could 
not give it. 

The gracious forgiveness of our sins, which 
dishonour God, is everywhere mentioned in 
Scripture as absolutely necessary to eternal 
salvation ; and that without this we can have 
no interest in the divine favour. With this 
are everywhere connected the authority of 
God and his laws; the constant mention of 
his righteousness and holiness ; all those 
threatened punishments and judgments de- 
nounced and executed, in all ages, upon sinful 
men and nations; all that humble supplication 
of the pious for grace ; and al] that exaltation 
of divine mercy in the forgiveness of trans- 
gressions. The Bible is full of these: they 
are to be found not only in the writings of the 
prophets, but also in those of the evangelists 
and apostles. The faith of the gospel estab- 


d Ps, xxxii. 1, 2, &c. 
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lishes the law.® - For Jesus is revealed in it as 
a Saviour who not only instructs, but takes 
awaysin; whois “set forth to be a propitiation 
through faith in his blood, to declare God’s 
righteousness for the remission of sins.’ That 
this is a principal part of the doctrine of re- 
demption, we have before shewn. Now, de- 
prive Christ of that high dignity, without 
which, the sufferings he underwent, and the 
curse he endured, are not sufficient to make 
satisfaction for all those who are desirous of 
salvation, deny also the justice of God, which 
insists on punishment, and, to maintain this 
scheme, add, that God, by his laws, exercises 
no authority demanding obedience, but good- 
ness only, which aims at happiness ; and then 
we have no need of any thing else, in order to 
find the way of life, except it be to follow’ 
more closely his useful counsels. Thus we 
behold those very things either set aside, or 
totally erased, which are the principal subjects 
of the Bible ; and, on account of which, the 
intervention of the Saviour of the world is 
most highly celebrated ! 

None will deny that the mission of the Son 
of God into the world, is frequently celebrat- 


© Rom. iii. 31. f Johni, 29. Rom. iii. 25. 
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ed as the greatest effect, and most convincing 
demonstration, of the love and mercy of God 
to sinners. ‘ God so loved the world,” says 
Jesus himself, “ that he sent his only begotten 
Son, that whosoever believeth in him should 
not perish, but have everlasting life® In 
this was manifested the love of God towards 
us, because that God sent his only begotten 
Son into the world, to be the propitiation for 
our sins.» After that the kindness and love of 
God our Saviour toward man appeared, not by 
works of righteousness which we have done, 
but according to his mercy he saved us. He 
that spared not his own Son, but delivered 
him up for us all, how shall he not with him 
also freely give us all things?’* But is this 
intelligible, does it not at least, lose its greatest 
emphasis, and most sublime meaning, if the 
opinion against which we militate be true? 
According to that hypothesis, the propitiation 
for our sins, is not by the substitution of one 
in the room of another; it is not an equi- 
valent satisfaction, but only a forgiveness of 
sins, which God might have bestowed on us 
without Christ and his merits, as it is suppos- 
ed by many he will do on all good heathens. 
& John iii. 16. h ] John iv. 9, 10. 
1 Tit. iii, 4~7. k Rom, viii, 32. 
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When any one makes his own son submit to a 
severe task for our benefit, it must lay us under 
great obligations. The obligations, however, 
are much less, if that task was unnecessary ; 
he being able to relieve us without such a 
sacrifice. The love of God also, is not such 
an astonishing exercise of goodness towards 
men, as towards Christ. For, according to 
that opinion, God did not send, or give to us, 
him who was his own Son; but, by a solemn 
mission, he has exalted a mere man to the dig- 
nity of the Son of God; and has given to him, 
who was like us in all things, except sin, a 
name above all creatures. Now, as we might 
have obtained everlasting life without Christ, 
his humiliation and comparatively short suffer- 
ings, were the way prescribed to him, by 
which to arrive at the highest glory and do- 
minion. 

We lament further, that the Socinian scheme 
is highly derogatory to the love of the Saviour 
toward unworthy men; which love is fre- 
quently celebrated in the same manner as that 
of the Father. The joyful language of the 
saints is, “ Hereby perceive we the love of 
God, because he laid down his life for us.”! 


1 | Johniii. 16. John xv. 13. 
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“ Christ loved the church, and gave himself’ 
for it.’™ In his love are a “breadth and 
length, and depth and height; and an excel- 
lence which passeth knowledge." “ Unto 
him that loved us, and washed us from our 
sins in his own blood, and hath made us kings 
and priests unto God and his Father; to him 
be: glory and dominion for ever and ever! 
Amen.”° Now though, when the divinity of 
Christ is not acknowledged, his inclination to 
obey his Father’s command, in order to save 
his fellows, is always commendable ; yet, it is 
clear as the meridian sun, that the everlasting 
praise ascribed to the inconceivable love of: 
Jesus, is held forth to much more advantage 
by our doctrine, which maintains, That God 
the Son voluntarily united himself to human 
nature, and in it underwent punishment in 
the stead of sinners. This unlimited celebra- 
tion of Christ’s love being so similar to the 
forementioned exaltation of the Father’s love, 
it cannot belong to a mere creature. Is Christ 
a mere creature? then is he bound to love and’ 
duty by the command of God, and by the’ 
commission which he gave him; but he has: 
nothing of that unconstrained, voluntary, and 
m Eph. y. 25. Gal. ii. 20. Tit. ii. 14. 
n Eph. tii. 18, 19. © Rey. i. 5, 6. 
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original love, which is supposed in that high 
praise. In his love we may acknowledge a 
commendable fidelity, but no grace; which, as 
it is often ascribed to Christ, is an exercise of 
supreme authority. Besides, the proofs and 
effects of his love would not excel those of the 
apostles and others, who submitted to a much 
longer and more difficult ministry, and to 
more lasting, and more varied persecutions and 
martyrdom for the advantage of the church, 
than is consistent with Jesus being esteemed 
so infinitely above them. For when itis said, 
that Jesus “‘ washed us from our sins in his 
own blood, and made us kings and priests un- 
to God ;” it is not, according to that opinion, 
strictly true. For these are not effects of his 
bloody sufferings, but of his doctrine, con- 
firmed by his blood. - And then, how is the 
Prince of salvation degraded to a level with 
his apostles, and with so many heralds of the 
gospel who were faithful to the death ! Espe- 
cially, if we add, that the duties. enjoined 
upon him by God, were urged and enforced 
by a much greater reward than the Deity had 
ever bestowed on any of his ambassadors ; 
and that he knew his ministry was the way to 
his swaying the sceptre over all who should 
believe in, and follow him, to his reigning at 
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God’s right hand over the living and the dead, 
friends and enemies ; to his receiving eternal 
thanks for a salvation which his abilities, or 
personal worth, could never have effected. 
How inconclusively would Paul have reasoned 
thus, “‘ Ye know the grace of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, that though he was rich, yet for our 
sakes he became poor, that ye through his 
poverty might be rich.”?* He might only 
have said, ‘‘ Ye know the faithfulness of our 
Lord Jesus Christ; and that he was poor, that 
by his poverty he himself might become rich, 
and also help us to riches.” 

The gospel is a message of great joy, a doc- 
trine of unsearchable and everlasting consola- 
tion, greatly superior to the less perfect reve- 
lation of God’s compassion and friendship in 
ancient times: and all that holy joy must be 
in Christ Jesus.1 Now, all this is clear, great, 
exalted, and well founded, if Christ be the true 
God; whereas, all is feeble and defective, if 
he have not the ability, if he have not the su- 
preme good, from whence our chief happiness 
can arise. We cannot any longer boast, “He 
who spared not his own Son, will he not with 

P 2 Cor. viii. 9. * See App. Note Q. 
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him also freely give us all things?’* For the 
force of those expressions consists in this, that 
he who gave the greater will not withhold the 
less. Let us try by which doctrine the most 
emphatical sense is to be found in the follow- 
ing expressions, which are so'full of joy and 
comfort: —‘‘ We have peace with God, through 
our Lord Jesus Christ. We have an advocate 
with the Father, Jesus Christ the righteous ; 
and he is the propitiation for our sins. There 
is therefore, now no condemnation to them 
that are in Christ Jesus. O wretched man 
that I am, who shall deliver me? I thank 
God, through Jesus Christ our Lord. The 
sting of death is sin, and the strength of sin is 
the law. But thanks be to God, who hath given 
us the victory through our Lord Jesus Christ.” 
How great an honour, and what a salvation, 
to be Christ’s people, his sheep, his members, 
his bride ; if he be truly God! But, suppos- 
ing the reverse, how distressing to Moses, how 
humiliating to Israel, was the threatening, that 
Jehovah, who had delivered and conducted 
the people so far, by the angel of his presence,’ 
should, as a punishment for their attachment 
to idolatry, give them up to an inferior angel, 


® Rom, vili. 32. 8 Exod. xviii. 20, 21. 
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without his presence going with them !* But 
would not christians now come into such a 
situation? To that ancient church it was 
said, “ Thy Maker is thy husband.”* Would 
it not then be a great loss, a dreadful humilia- 
tion, if we were now the property, if the whole 
christian church were the bride, of a teacher 
highly qualified indeed, but yet a mere crea- 
ture? After the accomplishment of the pro- 
mises, are all the people of God in this family 
of freedom, and under so glorious a ministry 
now, more than Jacob’s posterity formerly, 
subjected to a merely human guardian and 
protector, or to some middle being?" 

The christian doctrine is not less excellent 
with respect to moral duties. We are daily 
told, that established doctrines, ravishing con- 
templations, and profound mysteries, are not so 
essential to religion as a holy and thankful life, 
an endeavour after our true happiness, integri- 
ty and humility in our conversation, the exer- 
cise of benevolence, and the like. These duties 
stand also very high in our estimation. Weac- 


t Exod. xxxili. ]—10. 

* Isa. liv. 5. This consolation belongs strictly to the 
new family of the church; and it is spoken in the plural 
number, your Makers. 


u See Gal, iv. ]—% vy. 1, Heb. ii. 5, 2 Cor, iii. Z—I I. 
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knowledge that sanctification is a principal 
part of the deliverance from our apostacy, 
and that it is the intention of reconciliation 
through Christ ; who, far from being “ the mi- 
nister of sin,’ gave himself for us that he might 
redeem us from all iniquity, and purify to him- 
self a peculiar people, zealous of good works.” 
But how greatly would this intention be in- 
jured, how much would the advancement of 
moral good be defeated, were we to exclude 
from the gospel those motives which are most 
powerful and affecting, and best adapted to 
enforce the exercise of important duties! The 
doctrines being denied, from which the gos- 
pel positively, and more forcibly than any 
other system of morals, derives all sincere en- 
deavours to be virtuous, those motives must 
entirely fail. John’s epistles are particularly 
celebrated, because they so strongly recom- 
mend love, and pure morals. But then, is it 
not evident, that he always connects those 
duties, as be does the whole of our salvation, 
with the forgiveness of sins, through the re- 
conciliation affected by the Son of God? Let 
our high esteem of the Saviour be tried by 
this touchstone. According as his true di- 


Vv Gal. ii. 17. W Tit. we L404 2b Cer' 3.250. 


168 THE DIVINITY OF 


vinity, and the expiatory virtue of his suffer- 
ings, are acknowledged or denied, will be the 
strength and emphasis, or the feebleness and 
coldness, of the many and various exhorta- 
tions, urged in Scripture, respecting the grace 
of God, in the cross of his Son! For ex- 
ample, in exhortations to a pious life, “ Pass 
the time of your sojourning here in fear ; for- 
as much as ye know that ye were not redeem- 
ed with corruptible things, as silver and gold, 
from your vain conversation, but with the 
precious blood of Christ.* Who his own self 
bare our sins in his own body on the tree, 
that we being dead to sin should live unto 
righteousness.”"Y—To love God; “Herein is 
love, not that we loved God, but that he lov- 
ed us, and sent his Son to be the propitiation 
for our sins. We love him, because he first 
loved us.”?—~To glorify God ; “ Ye are bought 
with a price; therefore glorify God in your 
body, and in your spirit which are God’s.”?— 
To gratitude to Christ ; ‘‘The love of Christ 
constraineth us, because we thus judge, that 
if one died for all, then were all dead; and 
that he died for all, that they which live 


at AA agi AA lee yY 1 Pet. ii. 24. 
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JESUS CHRIST. 169 


should not henceforth live unto themselves, 
but unto him which died for them and rose 
again.” To avoid irregularities; “ Many 
walk of whom I have told you often, that they 
are enemies of the cross of Christ.”°—To 
the love of our neighbours; “ Walk in love; 
as Christ also hath loved us, and hath given 
himself for us, an offering and a sacrifice to 
God for a sweet smelling savour.”4—To liber- 
ality ; “ Ye know the grace of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, that though he was rich yet for our 
sakes he became poor,’°—To humility ; “ Let 
this mind be in you which was also in Christ 
Jesus; who, being in the form of God, 
thought it not robbery to be equal with God, 
and took upon him the form of a servant,” 
&c.§—To faithfulness in the gospel ministry ; 
“ Take heed to feed the church of God, which 
he hath purchased with his own blood.”&—To 
subjection to human regulations ; “ Fear God ; 
honour the king. Servants, be subject to your 
masters with all fear, not only to the good and 
gentle, but also to the froward ; for if, when 
ye do well, and suffer for it, ye take it patient- 


b 2 Cor. v. 14, 15. ¢ Phil. iii. 18. 
d Eph. v. 2. 1 John iii. 16. € 2 Cor. viii. 9. 
f) Phil. S'S: & Acts xx. 28, 
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ly, this is acceptable with God. For even 
hereunto ye were called, because Christ also 
suffered for us:’" and so on. 

We have mentioned several doctrines, which 
the gospel usually shows to be of great impor- 
tance ; but which, without the acknowledge- 
ment of Christ’s divinity, lose their force. 
There are also particular Scripture phrases, 
which would have no meaning without the 
supposition of this truth. For the sake of 
brevity, we shall produce only the following 
instances. The apostle John gives a mark of 
the true gospel doctrine, in order to distin- 
guish “the spirits which are of God,”. from 
“many false prophets; the spirit of truth 
from the spirit of error; the Spirit of God 
from the spirit of antichrist.” What is that 
mark? We have an interest in being ac- 
quainted with it; and it is connected with our 
subject: ‘“ Every spirit,” says he, “ that con- 
fesseth that Jesus Christ is come in the flesh, 
is of God.”i Thus we are plainly instructed, 
not respecting any doctrine of philosophy 
cleared up by Jesus; but with regard to a 
just apprehension concerning the person and 
life of Christ. Now, did this consist in the ac- 


BT ret ai. 728, i] John.iv. 12-3, 
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knowledgment that he was a man, and born as 
a man? Without doubt this is implied in 
what is here said; this is a necessary link in 
the golden chain of salvation; and is to be 
found every where in the gospel. But for 
this purpose, “the witness of God,” and the 
“faith which overcometh the world,” (men- 
tioned by John in this and the following 
chapters) were not necessary. All the Jews, 
and Pilate with his attendants, believed that. 
If the apostle meant here to oppose the ab- 
surd and newly commenced error of the 
Docetae, (who, from a mistaken respect for 
the Redeemer, or rather, from a mistaken no- 
tion about the impurity of the heavenly bodies, 
maintained that he was born and died only 
in appearance ;) this was certainly not the 
only, nor the principal object at which he 
aimed. Ifwe consider the scope of the whole 
epistle, the sense and force of that doctrine 
by which the spirits are to be tried, consist 
in this, First, that Jesus was truly the Christ, 
the promised Messiah, to whom the prophets 
looked, and whom the fathers expected. This 
the apostle asserts, chap. ii. 22. “Who is a 
liar, but he that denieth that Jesus is the 
Christ?” Secondly, that this Anointed of the 
Lord, this Hope of believers under the Old 
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Testament, existed long before ; but had now 
actually taken upon him our nature, and had 
come to live among men, in order to make 
our peace with God. We shall not pre- 
sumptuously impose our opinion on the apos- 
tle; but form it according to what he himself 
repeatedly says, “In this was manifested the 
love of God towards us, because that God sent 
his only begotten Son into the world, that we 
might live through him—sent him to be the 
propitiation for our sins—sent him to be the 
Saviour of the world.”* It is not said that God 
caused Jesus to be born, that he might be our 
teacher, and also the Son of God in virtue of 
his wonderful birth and ministry; but, that 
he who was the Son of God is sent, not only 
to instruct but to save; particularly, to be 
“the propitiation for our sins.” The apostle 
also makes our victory, our abiding in God, to 
depend on confessing, not only that Jesus is a 
son of man; but especially, that the same man 
Jesus is “the Son of God ;” and that he is 
“the Jesus Christ that is come.”! That this 
is the sense of John’s doctrine, (which tries 
the spirits) appears also from a comparison of 
other parts of his writings. “The Life was 
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manifested, and we have seen it, and bear wit- 
ness, and shew unto you that Eternal Life 
which was with the Father, and was manifest- 
ed tous.™ Inthe beginning was the Word, 
and the Word was with God, and the Word 
was God. The Word was made flesh; and 
out of his fulness have we received grace for 
grace." The meaning of those expressions 
in our text, “to come in the flesh,’ is by the 
same author elsewhere thus expressed, “Com- 
ing from above ;° coming down from heaven 
where he was before ;? coming from the Fa- 
ther, and coming into the world.”4 The de- 
sign of John’s writing confirms our interpre- 
tation. For in this Epistle, and also in his 
Gospel, he particularly opposes those who, 
even in his time, had too low thoughts of 
Christ, and who “made God a liar, because 
they did not believe that God had given to us 
eternal life, and that this life is in his Son.”* 


m 1 John i. 2. n John i. 1— 18, © John iii. 31. 
P John iii, 13. vi. 38, 51, 62. q John xvi. 28. 
pate ers ¥ 1 John vy. 1O—13. 
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SECTION XV1. 
THE COMING OF CHRIST TO JUDGMENT. 


WE proceed with reverence to the contem- 
plation of that future and most splendid display 
of the glory of Christ, in which we have so so- 
lemn a concern. “We must all appear before 
the judgment-seat of Christ.’”s That Christ 
shall one day judge all mankind, whether liv- 
ing or dead, is a matter of such importance in 
the doctrine of. salvation, that no sooner did 
the apostles propose the gospel to the hea- 
thens,* than they made mention of it, and of 
its certainty. See instances of this, Acts x. 
42. xxiv. 24, 25. xvii. 31.t This awful truth 
Inspires seriousness ; and at the same time 
strongly proves the true divinity of Jesus. 

In favour of this we are much prepossessed, 
by the representation which is given of the 
mighty preparation, of the magnificent atten- 
dance, and of the majesty, overawing all na- 
ture, with which the Son of Man shall come 
to judgment, and which, on this account, is 


8 Rom. xiv. 10. 2 Cor. y. 10. * See App. Note R. 
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called “his glorious appearance :”* an appear- 
ance of which he himself, and his apostles, 
give so many bold and significant representa- 
tions, either proper or emblematical. It also 
deserves particular notice, that this appear- 
ance will infinitely transcend the lustre of di- 
vine appearances to the patriarchs, in Solo- 
mon’s consecrated temple, or even at the giv- 
ing of the law, and the institution of the The- 
ocracy on mount Sinai. 

But the divinity of Christ appears more 
evidently from the authority with which he, 
as universal judge, is invested. That God 
the Father hath committed to him all judg- 
ment, and that he will judge the world “by 
his Son,”" must not be considered by us as if 
Christ were not possessed of supreme majes- 
ty. Earthly magistrates appoint subordinate 
judges and tribunals, because they are not of 
themselves competent to examine and judge 
every thing relating to the safety and happi- 
ness of their people. But will not the Deity 
administer justice himself? Will the Law- 
giver, under whose jurisdiction we live, put 


t Tit. ii. 13. 1 Pet. iv. 13. tt Matt. xxv. 31—34. 
1 Thess. iv. 16, 17. 2 Thess. i. 7—10. Jude 14. 2 Pet. 
iii. 7—13. Matt. xxiv. 29—31. may also be compared. 
U Rom, ii. 16. Acts xvii. 31. 
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the determination of the future state of his 
reasonable creatures, the everlasting punish- 
ment and eternal life’ of all mankind, into the 
hands of a mere creature; and that also, with- 
out an appeal to God’s own judgment? God 
cannot give that high honour to any stranger. 
If we would know why God, who has no need 
of any other judge, “has committed all judg- 
ment to the Son;” Jesus himself shows us 
the intention was, ‘‘that all men should hon- 
our the Son, even as they honour the Fa- 
ther.“ 

Let us further attend to what God says on 
this subject: “The Lord Jesus Christ shall 
judge the quick and the dead, at his appear- 
ing and his kingdom ;”* which implies, that he 
is at once both judge and king; as we have 
already seen. “Then shall he sit upon the 
throne of his glory. He shall send forth his 
angels, and they shall gather out of his king- 
dom all things that offend, and them which do 
iniquity.” The King shall act in his own 
affairs—the affairs of his honour and author.’ 
ity ; according as men shall have conducted 
themselves towards him: “If any man love 
not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be anathe- 

Vv Matt. xxv. 34, 41, 46. Ww John v. 22, 23. *2Tim. 
iv. 1. y Matt. xxv. 31. z Matt. xiii, 40—42, 
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ma, maranatha.” See this explained more 
clearly, and at greater length, though in figu- 
rative language, by our Saviour himself.” 
With which his particular but supreme de- 
Cisions in time, may also be compared.° 

The Lord Jesus is celebrated as “the right- 
eous judge.” This quality is the more neces- 
sary in a judge, in proportion to the extent of 
his jurisdiction, and to the stability of his de- 
cisions. Abraham’s just observation is applic- 
able here: “Shall not the Judge of all the 
earth do right ?”¢ But is the righteousness of 
the most exalted creature (who at best is fal- 
lible) so perfect and steady, that he should be 
entrusted with the execution of God’s justice, 
the general, the last, the irreversible judg- 
ment P | 

It ought also to be observed, that mercy 
and wrath are attributed to that great Judge. 
He who acts as a subordinate judge, without 
an underived and original authority, has no 
power to forbear exacting the most rigorous 
justice, or to show compassion. But Paul 
prays that the Lord would grant unto Onesi- 
phorus, “that he may find mercy of the Lord 


4] Cor. xvi. 22. b Matt. xxv. 34—45. Luke 
xix::12_27, © Matt. iii, 12. Rev. ii. 23. iii. 8, 10. 
42 Tim, iv. 8, 1 John ii, 28, 29. © Gen, xviii, 25. 
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in that day.” It is well known, that jealousy, 
wrath, consuming fire, and the like, are ascrib- 
ed to God in the highest degree, and with all 
the force of eastern imagery ; though his per- 
fection is capable of no proper affections or 
passions. But he is thus represented, in con- 
descension to the weakness of sinful man, that 
we might be impressed with a sense of his 
natural and unchangeable abhorrence of moral 
evil; an abhorrence attended with such dread- 
ful consequences, that we might be convinced 
of the certainty of the punishment of sin. We 
know what endeavours are used to render the 
justice of God, which demands satisfaction for 
sin, doubtful. But how, then, can a merely 
created judge, (whose highest authority could 
not be original, against whom sin was not 
committed, and who, while he was under obli- 
gation to love his neighbours, would have no 
inclination or ability to condemn and punish 
men, but what proceeded from his subjection 
to a higher authority,) how, I say, can a mere- 
ly created judge be represented as one “whose 
eyes are like a flame of fire;” and “as taking 
vengeance in flaming fire?” The great and 
the small of the earth, at that solemn period, 
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are described, as “saying to the mountains 
_and rocks, fall on us, and hide us from the 
face of him that sitteth on the throne, and 
from the wrath of the Lamb; for the great 
day of his wrath is come, and who shall be 
able to stand?” He is able therefore, “to 
save and to destroy ;” but that isthe preroga- 
tive of the one Lawgiver.® 

Should any imagine, however, that we do 
not reason justly, or that we conclude too 
much from figurative expressions, let it be so 
considered. ‘The Lord’s true divinity appears, 
notwithstanding, from the infinite ability re- 
quired to execute the general judgment. Our 
Judge is omniscient; and this removes all ob- 
jections. We are assured that he shall judge 
all nations, all individuals, the living and the 
dead ;! and therefore all who lived before his 
incarnation. (That the angels are also here 
concerned we have already seen.) This judg- 
ment extends to every thing in the present 
life, that is done in the body, whether it be good 
or bad.™ To words, and to whatever is done 
in secret.0 That is, not only to bodily actions 


i Rev. vi. 16, 17. k James iv. 12. 
1 Matt. xxv. 32. Actsxvii. 31. x. 42. 2 Cor. v. 10. 
m_ 2 Cor, ‘vs 10; n Matt. xii. 36. Jude 15. 
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performed in solitude and darkness; but alse. 
to the motions of the mind; to the principles 
and dispositions; to the desires, affections, 
and passions; as also to concealed designs, 
which are the true, though disguised motives 
of human conduct. It extends, doubtless, to 
whatever ought to be intended, thought on, 
or done. May we not add, to all that the 
dead shall have done, or neglected, after 
death, when separated from the body? Be- 
sides all this, must not the Judge review, and 
be perfectly well acquainted with all the 
manifold relations and connections, whether 
- natural, accidental, or voluntary ; whether 
permanent or changeable; in which every 
man shall have been placed, and by which 
our duties are fixed and prescribed? Must 
not the final Judge have a complete view of 
all the instructions and seductions; of all the 
manifold internal or external supports and 
temptations; together with all the conse- 
quences which might at any time arise from 
what was neglected or done, so far as they 
might and ought to have been foreseen; and 
in a word, of all circumstances which increase 
or lessen moral goed or evil? No man doubts, - 
who knows any thing of this matter, that up- 
on all these particulars, moral goodness, or 
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depravity, depends: as also the degree and 
moral importance of all voluntary actions, and 
of their whole connection: and consequently 
the passing of a right judgment on whatever 
is blame-worthy in every one’s life. Hence 
it is, that whether we punish the faults of our 
neighbours, or whether we balance accounts 
with our own consciences, we find it difficult 
to make a just estimate of even a few actions. 
But that supreme and decisive judgment, to 
which human justice must often leave secret 
abominations ; to which so many good men 
must leave their oppressions, varnished over 
with an appearance of justice, never can fail, 
or be mistaken. That general judgment, 
which is to solve so many enigmas in the 
ways of providence, cannot be superficial, 
perplexed; or uncertain. That divine wis- 
dom which, in the government of nature, 
directs every thing, from the heavenly lumin- 
aries to the smallest insect, in just proportion, 
cannot leave the august disposals of the ra- 
tional and moral world destitute of the strict- 
est equity. The Judge, then, before whom 
mankind are to appear, is omniscient. 

The last judgment will also bear the evi- 
dences of his omnipotence. In the forecited 
passages, which mention this doctrine, the ir- 
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resistible execution of his final sentence is al- 
so ascribed to him. The Alpha and Omega 
“shall give unto every man according as his 
work shall be.”? The angels, whose ministry 
shall be employed, are “ mighty angels.”4 If 
any one still doubts, let him seriously consider 
the preparatory work ; which is far superior to 
all other miraculous operations, and to which 
the abilities of all the angels united are not 
equal. The work, I mean, is the raising of 
all the dead ; which the great Prince of Life 
so frequently ascribes to himself* 


SECTION XVII. 


THE ADORATION OF CHRIST 1S NOT IDOLATRY. 


IpoLaTry is a sin of the first magnitude, 
because, in the practice of it, religion and all 
the duties connected with it, entirely miss’ 
their object ; are alienated from God, whose 


Rey. xxii. 12, 13. compare chap. ii. 23. Matt. xvi. 27. 
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worship cannot be divided with any other ; 
and are transferred to unqualified beings: 
The first command of the moral law of Mose: 
was against idolatry: and by the political law 
of Israel, that crime was punished with death. 
Divine ‘revelation served to correct this in- 
clination to error in human reason. It is of- 
ten mentioned as Israel’s greatest privilege, 
that they were’ in that respect distinguished 
above the heathens. The heaviest complaints 
which God so often made against that people ; 
his severest threatenings and most awful pun- 
ishments, were directed against their ungrate- 
ful and rebellious revolt to idols. The new 
family of God’s church, therefore, could not 
but have a strong view of the sinfulness of 

idolatry, in proportion to their clearer light. 
_ The promised, and remarkable calling of the 
Gentile nations, chiefly aimed at the destruc- 
tion of idol worship ; and the apostles began 
their ministry among them with this parti- 
cular.* Agreeably to all which, the word of 
inspiration cannot allow the least religious 
honour to be given to any besides the true 
God: much less can it exhibit a constant en- 
couragement to such a practice. 


§ See Acts xiv. xviie 
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But, how many things, supernatural and 
divine, are ascribed to Christ! What proper- 
ties, works, titles, and honours! Heis the con- 
stant object and matter of the preaching of sal- 
vation. Our everlasting happiness is derived 
from him. Hence, the most eminent exam- 
ples of confidence in him, and of subjection to 
him. But these particulars have been already 
considered. If, then, the Saviour were not 
the true God, such an effectual encourage- 
ment to idolatry never could have been given, 
by any religious system of pagan contrivance. 
Then would the gospel lay a foundation for 
the most abominable superstition, by which, 
for the space of eighteen centuries, far the 
greatest part of the professors of Christianity, 
and among them the wisest and best informed, 
(as also those who, to their immortal honour, 
have, by their skill in languages, and other 
branches of learning, examined and explained 
the Scriptures) have paid religious honour to 
a crucified person, who had not the abilities 
of a Saviour—who was not truly God. 

_ We are confident that our opponents will 
not publish the dreadful consequences of idol 
worship. The boldest among them may, at 
present, look with contempt on the serious 
professors of our Lord’s divinity; and consi- 
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der them as men of weak and unenlightened 
understandings: but God forbid that they 
should gain ground, and proceed to further 
injuries! Nevertheless, their doctrine of toler- 
ation, and their boasted light, open heaven to 
people of every opinion. For, according to 
their principles, no precisely just sentiment 
concerning the Saviour’s person and work, is 
deemed necessary to our salvation, provided 
we live virtuously, and in charity with men. 
But with this we are not satisfied. Being per- 
suaded that we find, in the divine fulness of 
Jesus, and in his grace, which lays us under 
so many obligations, the greatest incitements 
and aids to exercise the social virtues, and to 
perform every good work; we cannot but 
conclude, that it is not sufficient for us to do 
good to men, while we fail inthe duties which 
are owing to God, and turn aside to idolatry. 
We entreat all who bear the name of Christ, 
not to be indifferent about this important af- 
fair ; but, with us, to be careful that, respect- 
ing the Lord Jesus, they neither give religious 
honour to a mere creature, nor deny the Su- 
preme Majesty, and our most high God. It 
is not a subtlety in school divinity, with which 
we are here concerned. It is the very first 
and chief principle of religion. Consequent- 
Q 
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Jy, it must be rational and consistent with 
fact. To deny, with Arius or Socinus, that 
the Saviour is the true God, and yet to wor- 
ship him, is an absurdity too gross for reason- 
able men. 

The wisdom of God, his compassionate 
kindness, and _ his holiness, do not permit the 
reading, the hearing, the examining, and com- 
paring of his word, to be so dangerous ; or 
the honouring of our Redeemer to be attend- 
ed with so much difficulty. He who smote 
Herod, for allowing the people to say of him, 
“It is the voice of a god, and not of a man ;”* 
could not suffer so many divine things to be 
ascribed to Jesus, either by himself, or by the 
apostles under the direction of his Spirit, if 
he were not co-existent with the Father. No, 
we humbly hope, that the divine Father will 
not be angry that we reverence, obey, and 
confide in his beloved Son, in whom, he has 
repeatedly said, “he is well pleased." And 
it must be allowed, that in so treating him, we 
do not obscure, but magnify the greatness of 
God ; since he hath connected his own hon- 
our with that of his Son.’ He who said, 


t Acts xii. 22, 23. u Matt. iii, 17. xvii. 5. 
Y John vy, 23. xi. 4. 
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«Thou. shalt worship no other God ; for the 
Lord, whose name is Jealous, is a: jealous 
God ;’* hath appointed, “that at the name of 
Jesus every knee should bow, in heaven, on 
earth, and under the earth, and every tongue 
confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory 
of God the Father.’* Surely the heavenly 
Judge, who, in his deepest humiliation, and 
before he triumphantly entered into his king- 
dom, heard and answered the cry of the peni- 
tent, will not condemn us at the great day, 
because we have sought and expected “ his 
mercy unto eternal life.”"Y But then certainly, 
neither God the Father, nor the Lord Jesus 
Christ, considers this our adoration as idola- 
try: and consequently this worship belongs 
to Christ. » 

Yes, (and this is what we particularly in- 
tended in the title of this Section) the word of 
God expressly contrasts the Saviour, as well 
as his Father, with idols; and his service 
with idolatry: by which his divinity is yet 
further confirmed. Does it not appear to my 
reader, as it does to myself, extremely re- 
markable, that, in the same passage and con- 


W Exod. xxxiv. ] 4. os & Philiii.10,,1 1 
Y Jude 21]. Heb. ix. 28. 


188 THE DIVINITY OF 


nection, in which Jehovah commands Israel 
“not to provoke his Angel, but to obey him 
in all things, his name being in him ; because 
otherwise he would not pardon their iniqui- 
ties;’ he should at the same time thunder 
against idolatry, in which the nations lay im- 
mersed, and for which they were cut off ?? 
The Israelites, when taken from among the 
heathens, were to be purified from their abo- 
minable idols, and then to have David, the 
“servant of the Lord, for their only king and 
shepherd for ever.” Ezek. xxvii. 21—28. 
This is intelligible only as it is applied to the 
Messiah. So likewise Hoseaiii. Again, con- 
sider the contrast in 1 Cor. viii. 4—6. “ We 
know that an idol is nothing in the world, and 
that there is none other God but one. For 
though there be that are called gods, whether 
in heaven or in earth, (as there be gods many 
and lords many); but to us there is but one 
God, the Father, and one Lord Jesus Christ.” 
The conversion of the heathens consisted, not 
in their being brought over from the service 
of the sun and moon to the service of any 
other creature ; but to the service of the true 
God. But, then, it should be observed, that 


z Exod. xxiii, 20—25, 
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this conversion of theirs from idols, was a 
conversion to Christ. When the Galatians 
“knew not God, they did service unto them 
which by nature are no gods ;” but being 
converted, “they were Christ’s.”* Those of 
Thessalonica, “turned to God from idols, to 
serve the living and true God, and to wait for 
his Son from heaven, whom he raised from the 
dead, even Jesus which delivered us from the 
wrath to come.” The time past of our life 
may suffice us to have wrought the will of the 
Gentiles, when we walked in abominable 
idolatries—who shall give account to him that 
is ready to judge the quick and the dead.”¢ 
Believers in Christ, therefore, must, for his 
sake, renounce all connection with idol ser- 
vice. ‘“ What concord hath Christ with Be- 
lial? or what agreement hath the temple of 
God with idols? For ye are the temple of 
the living God.t Neither be idolaters as were 
some of them.® Neither let us tempt Christ 
as some of them also tempted him. ‘This ye 
know, that no covetous man, who is an idola- 
ter, hath any inheritance in the kingdom of 
Christ and of God.”£ 

2 Gal. iv. 8. comp. iii. 29. b 1 Thes. i. 9, 10. 


¢ 1 Pet. iv. 3, 5. d 2 Cor. vi. 15, 16. comp. Heb. 
ii. 6, e) Core a, tos f Eph. v. 5. 
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In the church of Christ, a new and shock- 
ing kind of idolatry was to arise. By a. 
spirit of error, “the man of sin, the son of 
perdition, was to oppose and exalt himself 
above all that is called God, or that is wor- 
shipped ; so that he, as God, was to sit in the 
temple of God, showing himself that he is 
God. Whose coming was to be in all deceiv- 
ableness of unrighteousness, in them who re- 
ceived not the love of the truth, that they 
might be saved.’ But, in opposition to this 
delusion and apostacy, Paul thankfully sets 
the privileges of the Thessalonians, as “ being 
called by the gospel to the obtaining of the 
glory of our Lord Jesus Christ,” to whom, 
equally as to God the Father, the apostle 
prayed that they might be comforted and es-- 
tablished." That man of sin, then, “ who exe 
alted himself above all that is called God, or 
that is worshipped,” and was the enemy of 
God; set himself also against the “glory of our 
Lord Jesus Christ,” as an enemy of Christ— 
an antichrist, as John speaks. For which rea- 
son Christ was to “consume and destroy him 
with the brightness of his coming.” This 


s 1 Thes. ii, 312. h J Thes, ii, 18, 14) 16,-17. 
1 Verse 8. 
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‘opposition to Christ implies, not only that he 
should apostatize from the doctrine of Christ ; 
but that he should set himself against the 
honour and rights of Christ, and assume to 
himself in the church, what belonged to Christ. 
“« He would sit in the temple of God, as if he 
were the true God,” while it is the preroga- 
tive of Christ to establish himself there, as in 
his temple, to show his glory, and to be serv- 
ed.*& This emphatical representation of Christ, 
filling his throne in the church, with majesty 
and authority, was long before intended by 
that sublime vision, in which the Lord of 
hosts appeared to Isaiah, “sitting upon a high 
throne, and his train filling the temple.” While 
the seraphim, with profound reverence ad- 
dressing him, thrice exclaimed, Holy !! See the 
apostle’s comment, in which this is applied to 


Christ.™ 


k Mal. iii. 1. Heb. iii. 6, lTsa, vi. 
m John xii, 39-41. _ 


192 THE DIVINITY OF 


SECTION XVIII. 
THE REJECTION OF CHRIST INEXPIABLE. 


Our most respectful homage to the Lord 
Jesus, with subjection and confidence, is not 
idolatry; but a prescribed duty, and an ac- 
ceptable service to God. Let us now see what 
is the consequence of refusing this. The same 
gospel that reveais Christ, as the sure founda- 
tion of our salvation, describes him also as a 
stone of stumbling, and as a stone which breaks 
its opposers in pieces.” For, as faith in him 
is the appointed mean of salvation ; so is the 
want of that faith a real disobedience, and 
the certain way to damnation. “He that be- 
lieveth on him is not condemned; but he that 
believeth not is condemned already. He that 
believeth on the Son, hath everlasting life ; 
and he that believeth not the Son, shall not 
see life, but the wrath of God abideth on him.”° 
Now this not only concerned his enemies 
among the Jews when he was upon earth ; 
but it continued, after his departure, to be the 
doctrine of the apostles among all nations. 
Jesus shall be revealed from heaven with his 
mighty angels, in flaming fire; taking ven- 


n Matt. xxi. 4244, © John iii. 16—18, 36. 
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geance on them that obey not the gospel; who 
shall be punished with everlasting destruc- 
tion.P Grace, or a curse, is annexed to loy- 
ing, or not loving, (not Peter or John, but) 
the Lord Jesus Christ.’4 

Such awful sentences not only enjoin upon 
us all seriousness and circumspection ; but 
teach us again to consider Christ as exalted, be- 
yond comparison, above all the other ambassa- 
dors of God. So far as Moses, the prophets, or 
the apostles, spoke by God’s command, want of 
faith in what they said was punishable, as being 
disobedience to God who sent them. But, in 
regard to Christ, the threatening arises from 
the excellence of the teacher himself, or the 
supereminent dignity of his person. “ He that 
believeth not, is condemned already, because 
he hath not believed in the name of the Son 
of God. He that despised Moses’ law, died 
without mercy. Of how much sorer punish- 
ment shall he be thought worthy, who hath 
trodden under foot the Son of God?”s The 
exaltation of Christ, therefore, is not barely a 
pre-eminence among other teachers upon 
earth, as many in these times would have it; 
but founded in his superior nature and heaven- 
ly origin, as the Son of God. Remarkable is 


P 2 Thes. i. 7—9. 4 Eph. vi. 24. 1 Cor. xvi. 22. 
F John iii. 18. * Heb. x. 28, 29. 
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that saying, “If they escaped not, who refus- 
ed him that spoke on earth ; much more shall 
not we escape, if we turn away from him that 
speaketh from heaven.” No angels, created 
principalities, or middle beings, must here be 
thought of, or set on a footing with Christ. He 
is the supreme Lord of all God’s ambassadors; 
and therefore, unbelief is, to so high a degree 
punishable. For, after the apostle had shown 
that the majesty of Christ is incomparably 
above the dignity of prophets and of angels, 
he adds, “If the word spoken by angels was 
stedfast, and every transgression received a 
just recompence of reward; how shall we 
escape, if we neglect so great salvation, which 
at first began to be spoken by the Lord ?” ' 
Severe threatenings thus denounced against 
despising the Saviour, but no where against 
honouring him too much, may justly lead us 
to that rational conclusion which, in doubtful 
affairs, is usually drawn from the safer side: 
which conclusion is entirely in favour of our 
opinion. But after all, should any incline to 
the contrary side of the question, then must 
the defenders of it establish their opposition 
‘to Christ’s eternal divinity on such grounds 
as leave no room for fear of any proofs or 


t Heb. xii. 25. comp. John iii. 31. Luke xx. 13. 
u Heb, ii. 2—5. 
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elucidations overturning their sentiment. 
We seek not, however, merely the safer side 
of the question here in dispute; for we are 
disposed to acknowledge fully the truth of 
that Supreme Majesty which is common to 
the Father and the Son, and to build our con- 
viction on good grounds. 

Let us compare those awful threatenings 
with that loving-kindness of God which is 
never enough to be praised. Upon this, in- 
deed, those who differ from us often reason: 
and we also find in it our great interest and 
consolation. How is it, then, to be under- 
stood, that God proposes the sending of Jesus 
Christ, as the most distinguished proof of his 
love to men ; to deliver them from death and 
destruction ; if, nevertheless, this way of de- 
liverance be not necessary ; and at the same 
time, puts them into a situation to commit a 
new sin, which, above all others, is inexpi- 
able, and shuts the door of salvation? If sin- 
ners might be saved without satisfaction made 
by a mediator ; how are we (since the divine 
goodness and justice never threaten and ex- 
ecute punishment, when it is unnecessary for 
the honour and interests of God’s kingdom) ; 
I say, how is it that we are bound under the 
severest denunciation of divine displeasure, 
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and of certain destruction, to consider an ar- 
bitrarily qualified man, as the object of our 
humblest submission, and of our confidence ? 
especially as his circumstances among men, 
which were peculiarly humiliating, (and, ac- 
cording to the principles opposed, cannot be 
accounted for from the design of the deliver- 
ance) rendered him suspected and despised 
by his cotemporaries, and were a stumbling- 
block to both Jews and Gentiles?—On the 
contrary, if Jesus “ was made sin for us,” and 
underwent for his people the punishment 
which was necessary to their reconciliation ; 
if, to this end, a mere creature was absolutely 
insufficient ; if a divine deliverer actually as- 
sumed our nature, and, by his sufferings, 
opened the way to salvation ; then, not only 
every stumbling-block is removed out of the 
way of those who know the greatness of their 
guilt, and their desert of punishment before 
God; but then also is God’s love to sinners 
the object of their most grateful adoration. 
Then is all sin expiable, except the rejection 
of that great and only mean of salvation. 
Then may we understand, “of how much 
sorer punishment he shall be thought worthy, 
who hath trodden under foot the Son of God, 
and counted the blood of the covenant an un- 


JESUS CHRIST. 197 


holy thing :” and why Christ will “not con- 
fess before his Father, those who shall not 
have confessed him before men.”” Then is 
the dreadful sentence not unjust, however 
lightly some teachers and professors may treat 
it, That whosoever, in opposition to the gospel, 
brings any other message of deliverance to 
miserable sinners, whether from philosophy 
or from revelation, ‘though he were an an- 
gel from heaven, is accursed.”* _ Then it is 
also highly necessary for us, whatever wind 
of error or of opposition may blow, to endure 
to the end in the faith of our Redeemer, who 
is full of salvation, and rich in love, that we 
may be saved.* 


we 


SECTION XIX. 


THE RELATION OF CHRIST TO GOD THE FATHER. 


THE comparison of our Lord Jesus Christ 
with men and angels, as already considered, 
tends to assure us, that no finite being is equal 
to him. Let.us now view him in relation to 
God his Father, as well with regard to his 

Vv Heb. x. 29. Matt. x. 33. w Gal. i. 8, 9. Acts 
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co-existence as to his subjection: but in this 
high mystery, we would not be mise above 
what is written. 

We have already shown, in several views, that 
in the word of God, (from which only we can 
learn the true character of Christ ; the belief 
of which testimony concerning him, is also 
strictly commanded) such sublime things as 
belong to none but the Supreme Being; such 
to which God appeals, as the distinguishing 
marks of his greatness ; are also ascribed to 
Jesus Christ. If, then, we would give credit 
to the divine information, we dare not esteem 
him less than equal to God, “omoscses. 

Now, all this is to be found, not only in: 
such passages of Scripture where Christ is 
spoken of alone, or is contrasted with men; 
but also in those where he is mentioned with 
God the Father, and is compared with him. 
It is indeed certain, that neither every kind of 
connection with God, nor every degree of like- 
ness to God, nor yet in every sense being one 
with God, proves an equality and co-exist- 
ence.Y But we have our eye on those testi- 
monies, by which God the Father appears in 
his divine works, administration, and su< _ 
preme authority ; and when these are attri- 

yY See John xvii. 11,21. 1Johni. 3. Acts xy.' 28. 

Rey. iii. 21. 


JESUS CHRIST. 19 


bnted to Christ in common with him. We 
have often been surprised at the unrestrained 
boldness, clearness, and variety, with which 
the infallible penmen speak on this point. 
For example, with regard to saving and di- 
recting operations: “God himself, and our 
Father, and our Lord Jesus Christ, direct our 
way unto you.” Our Lord Jesus Christ him- 
self, and God even our Father, comfort your 
hearts, and establish you. The Lord direct 
your hearts into the love of God, and into the 
patient waiting for Christ.’ Called of Jesus 
Christ, and beloved of God.° Be strong in 
the Lord—put on the whole armour of God.4 
If a man love me, my Father will love him, | 
and we will come unto him, and make our 
abode with him.’¢ The spiritual felicity of 
believers consists in “continuing,” not in 
John, or in Paul, but “in the Son, and in the 
Father.” Grace is implored for the churches, 
as the source of all spiritual and everlast- 
ing blessings. But whose grace? | Some- 
times it is called the grace of Jesus Christ 


z | Thes. iii. 11. a2 Thes. ii. 16, 17. 


b 2 Thes, iii. 5. © Rom, i. 6, 7. 


d Eph. vi. 10, 11. e John xiv. 23, 
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alone,® but frequently the grace “ of God the 
Father, and of the Lord Jesus Christ.”2 Thus 
also, “ Grace and peace be unto you, through 
the knowledge of God, and of Jesus our 
Lord.”i In like manner to Timothy, and to 
Titus, “‘ Grace, mercy, and peace, be to you, 
from God the Father, and from our Lord 
Jesus Christ.” 
_. The Saviour, together with his Father, is 
represented as possessed of high authority 
and majesty. “This sickness is not unto 
death, but for the glory of God, that the Son 
of God may be glorified thereby.* Not with- 
out law to God, but under a law to Christ.”! 
Servants are commanded to be obedient, “ not 
as men-pleasers, but as the servants of Christ, 
doing the will of God.“ Call no man your 
father upon earth; for one is your Father 
which is in heaven. Neither be ye called 
masters ; for one is your Master even Chirist.”" 
An idolater hath no inheritance in the king- 
dom of Christ, and of God.° Blessing, and 
honour, and glory, and power, be unto him 
& Gal. vi. 18. Rom. xvi. 24. 1 Cor. xvi. 23, &c. 
h Rom. i. 7 1 Cor.i. 3. 2 Cor. i. 2. Eph. i. 2. 
vie 23. &c. 12 Pet. iii, - 11 Tim. i. 2. 2Tim. 
i 2, Tit. 14. |). Jobn:xi. & . »} LiConim al. 
m Eph. vi. 0, 6- ™ Matt. xxiii. 9,10. © Eph. v. 5. 
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‘that sitteth upon the throne, and to the Lamb, 
for ever and ever.P Now are come salvation, 
and strength, and the kingdom of our God, and 
the power of his Christ.4_ On such the second 
death hath no power, but they shall be priests 
of God and of Christ!" Priests of Christ.—A 
priest is a servant of Deity ; either of the true 
God, or of some fictitious god; but the latter 
cannot be considered as here concerned. The 
conclusion therefore is obvious. We have al- 
ready seen that the name Lorp, in sacred 
Scripture, is given, by way of excellence, 
sometimes to the Father, and sometimes to 
Christ. It ought also to be remarked, that, 
in the places just mentioned, Christ is so often 
characterised by that name, in connection not 
only with inferior beings, but with God; be-_ 
fore whom, and in comparison with whom, all 
created glory and dominion vanish ; and _ that 
even in places where the divine authority over: 
men, and the subjection of men, are expressly 
mentioned. For instance, “ James, a servant of 
God, and of the Lord Jesus Christ. The church 
in God the Father, and in the Lord Jesus Christ.* 
I charge thee before God, and the Lord Jesus 


D Rev. vy. 13. 4 Rev. xii. 10. xi. 15. -° Rev. xx. 6. 
© James i. 1. Tl Lhestibene Dnese i 
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Christ, who shall judge the quick and the 
dead at his appearing and his kingdom.”4 
What can be more emphatical than the name 
Soter, or Saviour (in those places where God 
the Father and Christ are jointly mentioned) 
that is given sometimes to the one, and some- 
times to the other? To the Father: “ Paul 
an apostle of Jesus Christ, by the command- 
ment of God our Saviour, and Lord Jesus 
Christ.Y To the Son: “Them that have ob- 
tained like precious faith, through the right- 
eousness of God, and our Saviour Jesus 
Christ.’¥* It is remarkable that, as it were 
in one breath, they are denominated “ God our 
Saviour,” and “ Jesus Christ our Saviour,” 
Tit. i. 3, 4.3; ii. LO—13. ; iii. 4—6. 

Respecting the exalted relation of the Sa- 
viour to his Father, that sublime name, the 
Son of God, deserves particular notice. We 
are not ignorant, that in the sacred writings 
reasonable creatures are often honoured with 
the title of, the sons, or children of God; and 
that in several respects, and for reasons which 

u 2 Tim. iv. 1 ed) inal ie w2 Pet. i. 1. 

* Qur opponents will not apply to Christ the namé 
Gop, in both these places, nor yet in Jamesi.]. This 
indeed might be done, without any injury to the origi- 
nal; but from it we would not here argue. 
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are known. But certainly that name, as ap- 
plied to Christ, implies something higher.* 
For he is not only a Son of God, but THE Son, 
by way of excellence, and above all, ‘o vses. 
So that he is thereby, as by a proper and pe- 
culiarly adapted subjective name, distinguish- 
ed from all other subjects. ‘‘ We know that 
the Son of God is come.¥ He is God’s only 
begotten Son ;? God’s own Son. To which of 
the angels said he at any time, Thou art my 
Son, this day have I begotten thee?”’ When 
Christ spake to the disciples respecting his 
Father, he never said our Father, as he had’° 
taught them to pray; but always with an ex- 
press distinction, my Father.° 

That name, the Son of God, was known 
among the Israelites, from the prophetical 
doctrine, as emphatically applicable to the 
Messiah ; as evidently appears from different 
passages.4 Amidst all the confusion of their 
opinions, they found in this so much energy, 
that the acknowledgment of it was with them 


x John x. 35-—38. y 1 John v. 20. John viii. 36. 

Z John i. 14, 18, iii. 16, a Rom. viii. 32. 

b Heb. i. 5. © Luke ii. 48, 49. John ii. 16. 
see especially John xx. 17. d Matt. xvi. 15, 16. 
xxvir 63. Mark iii, 11. John vi. 69, xi. 27. John x. 36. 
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a true ground of adoration:* so that when 
Jesus, ascribing to himself divine works, call- 
ed God his Father, they concluded from 
thence, what the Saviour did not contradict, 
that he considered God as his Father in the 
most emphatical sense, and thus made himself 
equal to God.f In fact, how intimate so- 
ever the connection is between Jesus being 
the Christ, and being the Son of Gad, the 
latter must signify something more; some- 
thing original, for Paul preached Christ, that 
he is the Son of God.8 

Let us attend, with a sincere love of truth, 
to the divine testimony. He ‘did not become 
the Son of God, by, or after his coming in the 
flesh ; by, or after, the execution of his min- 
istry ; for herein is God’s great mercy cele- 
brated, that God sent him who was his Son, 
in the form of a servant—that he gave his 
own Son. This is evident from a number of 


e Matt. xiv. 33. John ix. 35—38.,  f John. v. 18 
x. 33—36. & Acts ix. 20. See also Acts viii. 37. 
In both places, however, there is a different reading in 
the Greek. But compare the first accusation of Jesus 
before Pilate, that he said he was the Christ, Luke xxiii. 
2. with a later one, that he made himself the Son of 
God, John xix. 7. , 
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texts.8é It appears with a beautiful simplicity 
in one of our Lord’s parables. The Lord of 
the vineyard, “sent to the husbandmen many 
servants ; and they beat some, and killed 
others. Having yet therefore one Son, his 
well-beloved Son, he sent him also last unto 
them, saying, they will reverence my Son.” 
That the reason of so awful a punishment be- 
ing annexed to unbelief, lies in the high ex- 
cellency of Christ as the Son of God, we have 
already seen. As the “Son of God, he is the 
brightness of the Father’s glory, and the ex- 
press image of his person.’ In the same 
chapter he is represented, agreeably to the 
manner of speaking among men, as being of 
himself the heir: that is, he has a natural 
right to all God’s works, particularly to his 
church ; which also are made by him in com- 
mon with the Father. See this described, in 
a very lofty strain, by the apostle,* and also 
by himself. This title, the Son of God, as 
ascribed to him, shews not only his distin- 
guished exaltation above all creatures, which 


88 Gal. iv. 4. Rom. viii. 32. Heb. v. 8. 1 John iv. 
9, 10. h Mark xii. 6. i Heb. i, 3. 

EK Heb. i. bie-3 iti (Bs—6. Col..i. 15-17. 

1 Mark xii. 6, 7. 
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Arius himself acknowledged; but also an 
equality of nature with the Father, and a 
ground of his existence in the eternal and ne- 
cessary existence of his Father. 

Let us now consider the Lord Jesus Christ, 
respecting his undeniable subjection to the 
Father. ‘The Father,” says he, “is greater 
than I."™ As “Christ is the head of the 
church, so is God the head of Christ.”". He 
calls the Father his God.° The Father “rais- 
ed him up to Israel ;? anointed him with the 
Holy Ghost and with power ;1 spared him 
not, but delivered him up for us all ;* and | 
raised him from the dead.”* God gave him 
for the execution of his saving designs, and 
“sent him into the world to do his will.” 
“The work. which was given him, he finish- 
ed ; and in that work he was faithful to his 
Father." Therefore God also “highly ex- 
alted him ;¥ set him at his right hand. in 
heaven ;” and gave him all power.* He made 


m John xiv. 28. n] Cor. iii. 21. xi. 3. 

© Matt. xxvii. 46. John xx. 17. P Acts xiii. 23. 
q Acts x. 38. Yr Rom. viii. 32. 

§ Acts ii. 24. t John iii. 16, 17. vi. 38-—40. 

u John iv. 34, xvii. 4. Heb. iii. 2. x. 9. 

V Phil. ii. 9. wEph. i. 20. 
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him both Lord and Christ ;¥ exalted him to 
be a prince and a Saviour, to give repentance 
unto Israel, and remission of sins.” He hath 
also “appointed him to judge the world in 
righteousness ;* and, when that period arrives, 
Christ shall be subject to the Father, and the 
kingdom delivered up to him.”> 

To be the true God, and to be inferior to 
God ; to be infinite, and to be subject; are, 
according to reason and scripture, inconsistent 
properties. These, however, are ascribed by 
undeniable authority to the same subject. 
There must, therefore, be some method of 
clearing up this difficulty. How often do we 
meet with things in the kingdom of truth, 
which appear totally irreconcilable; but, when 
accurately examined, agree and support one 
another? Of this our own existence is a 
striking example. But the great matter is, to 
examine upon what ground every thing is es- 
tablished, and how apparent contradictions are 
to be understood. Now, whereas those who 
oppose the Divinity of Jesus, never could, as 
far as we have seen, answer the manifold proofs 
in favour of it; the abettors of that doctrine, 
on the contrary, have a large field for giving 

¥ Acts ii. 36. Z Acts v. 31. 

2 Acts xvii, 31. b 1 Cor. xv. 2428. 
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a satisfactory explication, as often as any thing 
that is not divine, any thing below the nature 
and authority of his Father, any thing finite, 
is asserted of him. ‘“ He who wasin the form 
of God, and thought it not robbery to be equal 
with God, took upon him the form of a ser- 
vant.”¢ “© The Word, that was with God, and 
that was God, was made flesh; but in that 
flesh, he revealed a glory, as of the only be- 
gotten Son of God, full: of grace and truth.” 
According to infallible information, he is, 
therefore, truly God, and truly man: and his 
saving mediatory performances are founded on 
both natures inseparably.. While the worth of 
these, the power of giving his people everlast- 
ing salvation, and of directing every thing in 
heaven and earth for that end; while his being 
a fit object of his people’s thankful confidence, 
and his ability for the general judgment, are 
founded on, and afford an invincible demon- 
stration of his divine perfection ; it is, at the 
same time, the finite nature in which he ac- 
complished the human services of his ministry, 
and his priestly sacrifice. Hence we perceive, 
how the glory and majesty with which he 
governs the kingdom of God, for the effectual 


¢ Phil. ii. 6, 7. 4 John i. 1, 14 
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gathering in and protection of his people, and 
for the destruction of all opposition, appears as 
an exaltation; inasmuch as human nature, ac- 
cording to its capacity, shared therein, and ob- 
tained the reward of its labour. Thus, the 
Lamb that was slain deserves and receives 
everlasting honour, with regard to the saving 
work of both his natures. This is evident, 
from his obedience, and his deep humiliation, 
being every where assigned as the reason of 
his exaltation. “Iam he that liveth, and was 
dead, and behold, I am alive for evermore, 
Amen! and have the keys of hell and of 
death.© For to this end Christ both died, and 
rose, and revived, that he might be Lord both 
of the dead and the living.” That his sub- 
jection at the last day is to be understood, not 
under the notion of a degradation, but as an 
honourable approbation of him as God-man, 
we have already seen, in the conclusion of 
Sect. xii. 

We may add, though a proper subjection or 
inferiority belong to Christ, only with respect 
to his human nature; yet we must not exclude 
an order of procedure, by which, as the divine 

e Rev. i. 18. f Rom. xiv. 9. See also Philip. 
ii, 7—10. Heb. i. 3. Johnv. 27. Rev. i. 5,6. v. 
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subsistence of the Son is founded in that of 
the Father, so his perfect working follows that 
of the Father. As one proof of this, besides 
others, he was, before his incarnation, “the 
Angel of God’s presence.” This is the reason 
why the Father is also represented as the first 
in the whole work of redemption ; as he who 
hath committed that work tothe Son; as he 
who sent him, and according to whose good 
pleasure all fulness dwelt in Christ; as he to 
whom satisfaction was made by Jesus; and as 
he who hath crowned him with eternal glory. 
All which would appear quite unaccountable, 
had the Son of God, either in the eternal 
counsel respecting the plan of redemption, or 
in any part of its execution, been merely de- 
pendent and passive, not having acted freely. 
But we have before seen, that all this is ascrib- 
ed to his free love and grace. As the Father 
sent him, so he came forth voluntarily “ from 
the Father, and came into the world* No 
man taketh my life from me, but I lay it 
down of myself. I have power to lay it down, 
and I have power to take it again.”! Power, 
after being dead, to take his life again! To 
raise up that temple which was destroyed! 
i Eph. v. 25. 2 Cor. viii. 9. k John xvi. 28. 
1 John ii. 19—21. x. 18. 
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But what can be the meaning of this, if he is 
to be considered as a mere man? It is not, 
then, a vain subtlety which divines teach, re- 
lating to the counsel of peace, or the plan 
agreed upon by the Father and the Son, and 
which they illustrate by various passages of 
Scripture. 


SECTION XX. 


“THE RELATION OF CHRIST TO THE HOLY SPIRIT. 


In a demonstration of the divinity of the 
Son, the personal subsistence of the Holy 
Spirit, or his persona] distinction from God 
the Father, must not be taken for granted, be- 
cause it isnot allowed by those on the other side. 
We are at liberty, however, to suppose, that 
the Holy Ghost is something divine; something 
belonging to the nature and perfection of God ; 
of which many proofs are at hand, both in the 
Old and the New Testament. If, at least, a 
divine power, or animating principle in the 
Holy,Ghost,fbe acknowledged, then, if Christ 
be the true God, there must of necessity be an 
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intimate relation, and an inseparable connec. 
tion between him and the Divine Spirit. If 
such a relation were represented to us in the 
sacred word, it would furnish us with a new 
confirmation of our high esteem of Christ. In 
fact, this kind of proof is not withheld from 
us in the testimony of God. 

He who is called, the Spirit of God, and the 
Spirit of Christ; is also expressly called, the 
Spirit of God’s Son,™ the Spirit of the Lord, the 
Spirit of Christ." If it be thought, that these 
expressions will bear a lower sense, all pretext 
for evasion is taken away, when Christ is said, 
“to send the Holy Spirit from the Father.”° 
Besides, his superiority to other excellent 
teachers consists in this, that “John indeed, 
(and others) baptised with water ;” but “he 
with the Holy Ghost.”? Now, this must mean 
more than that the espousers of his doctrine 
should be partakers of the Holy Spirit; for 
that was the case with those also who were 
taught and baptised by the apostles. Christ 
is therefore represented as having the seven 
spirits of God; that is, the same Spirit from 


m Gal. iv. 6. n 2Cor. iii. 17,18. Rom. viii. 9. 
1 Pet.i. 11. © John xv. 26. Luke xxiv. 49. 
P Matt. iii 11. Actsi. 5. 4 Actsxix. 1—6. Gal. iii. 2. 
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whom grace was implored on behalf of the 
seven churches. 

What makes us more particularly to in- 
fer the supremacy of the Son of God, from 
his relation to the Divine Spirit, is, That 
as the operations of the Son appear to 
follow in order those of the Father, so it is 
evident, from the places that are quoted, and 
from others, that the operations of the Holy 
Ghost follow those of the Son; and that the 
Son works by the Spirit. But as our own 
thoughts and words cannot do justice to a 
mystery which to us is inscrutable, jet us hear 
the words of God... The Saviour says, “Verily 
the Son can do nothing of himself, but what 
he seeth the Father do; for what things so- 
ever he doeth, these’‘also doeth the Son like- 
wise.”® Again, on the other hand, he speaks 
thus: “ When the Spirit of truth is come, he 
will guide you unto all truth ; for he shall not 
speak of himself; but whatsoever he shall hear, 
that shall he speak. He shall glorify me, for 
he shall receive of mine, and shall show it 
unto you. All things that the Father hath 
are mine: therefore said I that he shall take 
of mine.”* Jesus performed his miracles “ by 

T Rey. iii. 1. compare i. 4 $ John v. 19-—23. 
t John xvi, 13—15, 
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the Spirit of God ;”" yet nevertheless accord- 
ing to his own free will.” Thus is the al- 
mighty operation of the Spirit connected with 
the voluntary good pleasure of the Son. 

The Holy Spirit is the source of the true 
knowledge and acknowledgment of the Re~ 
deemer. “No man can say that Jesus is the 
Lord, but by the Holy Ghost.” The Holy 
Ghost is in believers as “in his temple.’* 
But we have seen already, that Christ, as 
well as the Father, is the Lord, and proprietor 
of the temple, and that he built it, with whose 
good pleasure all dwelling in it is connected. 
He who has the Spirit of Christ, he in whom 
the Spirit of Christ dwelleth, belongeth to 
Christ.2 The Holy Ghost appointed “ over- 
seers of the flock” at Ephesus ; but not with- 
out the will of the Son; for that flock was 
“the church of God, which he had purchased 
with his own blood.’# Now, without doubt, 
the Lord of the flock must have authority over 
all the overseers of the flock, and an influence 
in their appointment ; which appointment is, 
therefore, usually ascribed in other places to 
Christ himself. The apostles enjoyed the ex- 

u Matt. xii. 28. Vv Matt. viii. 3. John v. 21. 

Ww 1 Cor. xii. 3. x] Cor. iii. 16. vi. 19. 

% Rom. viii. 9. a Acts xx. 28, 
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traordinary gifts of the Holy Ghost, which, by 
means of their prayers, were also bestowed on 
other believers and teachers. Nevertheless, 
they were constantly represented as apostles 
and servants, not properly of the Holy Ghost, 
but of Christ. He was their one Master ;> 
and, consequently, he could bestow upon them 
the necessary gifts.© ‘Christ wrought by 
Paul, to make the Gentiles obedient by word 
and deed, through mighty signs and wonders, 
by the power of the Spirit of God.”* The 
sending itself, which, on account of the abund- 
ance of spiritual gifts, was rightly named, the 
pouring out of the Spirit on the day of Pente- 
cost, took place according to the promise of 
the Father ; but yet it is expressly ascribed to 
Christ the exalted King. The Spirit of the 
Father works, therefore, also, the Spirit of 
Christ. mesh ’ 
The encouragement given to the servants of 
Jesus, when perplexed how they should an- 
swer, on being summoned to appear before 
princes and magistrates, is expressed thus: 
“« The Holy Ghost shall teach you in that same 
hour. Again, “It is not ye that speak, but 
b Matt. xxiii. 10. © See John xx, 22. 
d Rom. xv. 18, 19. € Acts ii, 33, Luke xxiv. 49. 
f Luke xii. 11, 12. 
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the Spirit of your Father which speaketh m 
you.” Once more, “I (Jesus) will give you 
a mouth and wisdom,” &c.2 Am I much mis- 
taken in supposing, that the high relation of 
Christ to the Holy Ghost, is evident from the 
Divine Spirit being said to work in the name of 
the Son? The great force of this phrase has 
been already observed ; and in this view it is 
confirmed. The power of curing diseases was 
the gift and work of the infinite Spirit; but 
the apostles performed those healing miracles 
“in the name of Christ.« The Father also 
sent the Holy Ghost in the name of Christ.” 
But the person in whose name (that is, on 
whose account, for whose sake and honour) 
any one is sent, or any gift bestowed, Is cer- 
tainly not less than he who is sent in his name; 
or than that which, for his sake, is presented 
as a gift. The Corinthians “ were washed, 
sanctified, and justified (it is not said, in the 
name of the Holy Ghost) but in the name of the 
Lord Jesus, and by the Spirit of our God.”™ 

. Let us now turn our thoughts to such di- 
vine testimonies, as represent the Saviour in 
his intimate and exalted relation to the Fa- 

& Matt. x. 18, 20. h Luke xxi.’ 2—15, 

K Acts iv. 10. xvi. 18. compare 1] Cor. xii. 9—I11. 

1 John xiv. 26. m ] Cor. vi. 11. 
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ther, and to the Holy Ghost united. For in- 
stance, “ Now there are diversities of gifts, 
but the same Spirit ; and there are differences 
of administrations, but the same Lord; and 
there are diversities of operations, but it is 
the same God." Peter wrote to the “ elect, 
according to the foreknowledge of God the 
Father, through sanctification of the Spirit 
unto obedience, and sprinkling of the blood 
of Jesus Christ.”° Jude says, ‘“ Beloved, 
building up yourselves on your most holy 
_ faith, praying in the Holy Ghost ; keep your- 
selves in the love of God, looking for the 
mercy of our Lord Jesus Christ unto eternal 
life."P On that disputed passage (1 John v. 
7:) whose authenticity is not acknowledged 
by our opponents, we for that reason do not 
insist. But there are two others by no means 
of doubtful authority, and of which the Chris- 
tian church has made a public and constant 
use ; that are supposed with reason to give 
an invincible demonstration of the Saviour’s 
divinity. The first is the rule of baptism, 
“ Teach all nations, baptizing them (distin- 
guishing them by their profession and reli- 
gion, and setting the seal of spiritual cleans- 


2] Cor. xii. 4— 6, © 1 Peter i, 2. P Jude 20, 21. 
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ing upon them) in the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.’4 
The other is that benediction of the church, 
“The. grace of the Lord Jesus Christ, and the 
love of God, and the communion of the Holy 
Ghost, be with you all.. Amen.’ | 


SECTION XXI. 


’ THE CONCLUSION. 


We cannot contemplate so many particulars, 
in which the Lord Jesus Christ is equal either 
to the Father, or to the Holy Ghost, or to 
both ; nor can we contemplate so many other 
descriptions of his majesty, as have appeared 
under different views, without being led, in 
humble acquiescence, and subjection of our 
faith to the divine testimony, with adoration 
and joy, to glorify the Saviour of the world, 
as far above all created beings. 

if we find ourselves obliged by the word of 
revelation, to acknowledge the fellowship of 
the Father and the Son, in the same divine 


q Matt, xxvii. 19. r 2 Cor, xiii. 14, 
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perfections, and consequently, to acknowledge 
a plurality and distinct subsistence in the su- 
preme Deity ; our conclusion will be confirm- 
ed and illustrated, by taking into consider- 
ation (what, in the preceding Section we 
would not, or could not, take for granted) 
that the Holy Ghost, in several texts of Scrip- 
ture there mentioned, (as also by a compari- 
son and critical explanation of many others) 
is represented to us, not as a particular pro- 
perty of God, but as distinguished from God 
the Father, as well as from the Son. By 
which we learn, that the Father, the Son, and 
the Holy Ghost, are the true and eternal God. 
But, in the demonstration of this, we do not 
further enlarge at present ; as our only busi- 
ness is to prove the co-existence of the Son 
with the Father. Ifthe usual terms, T'riniy, 
essence, persons ; or, if the expressions and in- 
ferences of the Athanasian creed, be not ap- 
proved,” let every one at least seek that which 
the word of God teaches, and let the best ex- 
pressions for professing it be used ; of which, 
if they be good, we also shall take the ad- 
vantage. 

We as well as those on the other side of the 


* See Appendix, Note T. 
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question, acknowledge, and have often con- 
sidered, the great difficulty which there is in 
reconciling the doctrine of Christ’s divinity, 
with the unity of the infinite, the Supreme 
Being. But shall we reject the one doctrine 
for the sake of the other, if both be well 
founded? Would it be no defect in philoso- 
phy, if it were not known that two things, 
whose connection is concealed from us, often 
exist at.the same time? Logic teaches, that 
a rejection of any thing, arising merely from 
obscurity, is not a refutation; if it do not 
carry in the face of it a palpable contradiction. 
We also wish to know, how those who think 
differently concerning the Saviour ; who yet 
adhere to the word of God, and continue pro- 
fessed christians, can rest satisfied in this ex- 
amination, without falling into a difficulty 
which cannot be solved. 

The doctrine in question does not depend 
on one or two texts, perhaps of an improper 
and doubtful signification. It is not like any 
great and disputable point between the church 
of Rome and protestants ; which, on the one 
side, is founded on a single word of Jesus, 
which, doubtless, is infallible ; but against the 
literal meaning of which, a great number of 
reasons, on the other side, may be deduced 
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from both nature and Scripture. On the con- 
trary, the doctrine of Christ’s eternal divinity 
is founded on a vast. number of scriptural 
texts; texts which support one another by a 
variety of phrases; by the different lights in 
which the doctrine is represented ; by a par- 
ticular emphasis of expression, not consisting 
barely in vague allusions and distant compari- 
sons, but in direct and positive assertions ; 
and which, by doctrines, rules of duty, in- 
citements, warnings, and consolations, direct 
our religious esteem, subjection, prayers, gra- 
titude, and hope, to Christ. Ina word; it is 
founded on the entire connection, the whole 
contents, and great aim of the doctrine of sal- 
vation, and particularly as it is contained in the 
New Testament. : 

Let it not be supposed, that if the gospel 
really teach the eternal divinity of the Son, 
as well as that of the Father, there must be 
an irreconcileable opposition between reason, 
or philosophy, and such a revelation; and 
therefore that it is best to renounce the 
Scriptures and adhere to reason. Before this 
conclusion be adopted, we must request to be 
indulged in saying a few words. 

First, We have before acknowledged, that 


we ought not to credit any testimony in this 
T 
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matter, except the certainty of it be built on 
such rational grounds, that a man of under- 
standing cannot, without absurdity, withhold 
his belief of it. Now it is a fact, that thou- 
sands, who are prudent and anxious about 
their salvation: men improved by science, 
divines, and others, whether they belonged to 
the ancient christian church, or lived after the 
revival of letters, adhered to the holy Scrip- 
tures: nor did they thus adhere to the Bible, 
except on being thoroughly convinced of its 
divine authenticity. Consequently, it was not 
from want of understanding, but with discre- 
tion, and for good reasons. Boyle, Newton, 
Leibnitz, Boerhaave, and many other great 
philosophers, were neither infidels, nor indif- 
ferent about the grounds of their profession. 
Secondly, Has what reason teaches no diffi- 
culties that cannot be solved? The philosopher, 
because he knows much, but nothing perfect- 
ly, everywhere finds obscurities. But let us, 
at present, touch on the contemplation of the 
Supreme Being. We agree, that reason, pro- 
perly used, shows his high and infinite perfec- 
tion. We must, therefore, acknowledge in 
God, an eternity without beginning; whose 
existence does not become of longer duration 
by the revolution of ages: an omnipresence 
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which extends to every thing in the universe; 
so that the Divine Being is not more in the 
immeasurable expanse of heaven, than in the 
most confined spot on earth: an omniscience 
which has an accurate and complete view of 
all things, while philosophy finds many end- 
less, and, in their nature, unlimited series of 
numbers and quantities ; for example, the in- 
finite multitude of possible things, with all 
their possible relations, together with the un- 
ceasing course of future things and effects: a 
power which influences every thing, by asim- 
ple, eternal, and unchangeable energy ; while 
the effects differ greatly in time, quality, and 
measure ; and, by the same energy, smaller, 
or quite opposite things, might have been pro- 
duced, according to the divine and independ- 
ent good pleasure, and so on. Now, do either 
we, or those that. oppose us, understand all 
this?, Can we here account for every thing, 
which yet we must believe, if we would not 
fall from darkness into absurdity, and abandon 
reason itself? 

Thirdly, The unity of God, on account of 
which the revealed doctrine of the Trinity 
meets with such opposition, is much more a 
doctrine of revelation, than of human reason. 
It is, indeed, perfectly consistent with a me- 
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taphysical view of God’s perfections, and with 
our natural ideas of the works of creation. 
We, nevertheless, do not suppose, according to 
some learned men, that human reason readily 
assents to the unity of God ; but rather, that 
philosophy has never given a good demonstra- 
tion of it. Great men, however, have long and 
justly observed, that the being of a God, many 
of his perfections, and a directing providence, 
are discovered and proved more easily from 
reason, than the doctrine of God’s perfect 
unity. All nations that were not favoured 
with divine revelation, served a plurality of 
gods; and the eyes of their wise men were 
darkened. How comes it, then, that we look 
upon the unity of God as perfectly certain, 
and, being in that respect superior to the hea- 
thens, are without a doubt? How comes it, 
that we consider every thing besides that one 
God, as merely his creature ; and do not ad- 
mit even demi-gods or middle beings? Have 
we attained to this by the superior shrewd- 
ness of our own understanding ? No: but by 
being educated in the school of Christ. The 
Bible, then, has helped us to this rational and 
sure knowledge of God? But as the unre- 
strained wildness of human reason is able to 
break down, or to remove, so solid a mound, 
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raised against idolatry and superstition, that 
noble philosophy, which I so much esteem, 
would not be able to stem the torrent of the 
absurd errors of men. They might not, in- 
deed, immediately offer sacrifice to Baal, to 
Apis, or to Jupiter. But, according to the 
temper of our times, (and mournful experi- 
ence begins to confirm it) the denial of a pro- 
vidence, and of a future state, would boldly 
appear in the world. The running down and 
persecution of all serious religion, would be 
let loose ; and (as even a Voltaire warned a 
Diderot) speculative Atheism, becoming ge- 
neral, would grow into practice, and, con- 
taminating every thing, would soon destroy 
domestic, civil, and national happiness ; till 
men, impressed with a sense of their dreadful 
misery, and seeking for better principles in 
the midst of their ignorance and perplexity, 
would be thrown again into the dangerous 
arms of a dark superstition. O that our young 
divines, that our. novices in science and liter- 
ature, that the Christian people, would make 
themselves familiar with the word of God, and 
adhere to it! 

Now, it is that same divine testimony, from 
which we so rationally learned to know the 
only true God, which manifests at the same 
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time the transcendent majesty and all-suffi- 
cient fulness of Jesus Christ ; that very testi- 
mony which, jealous of all idolatry, whether 
more gross or more refined, sets Christ in op- 
position to idols, and claims our deep rever- 
ence of him, and confidence in him, in fellow- 
ship with the Father. It is that same heaven- 
ly information, by which man’s reason, so in- 
clined to err in matters of religion, is kept 
right ; which exhibits at the same time, that 
way to the friendship of God in Christ Jesus, 
which is absolutely necessary, and is in vain 
sought for any where else: it being a “mys- 
tery of God the Father, and of Christ ;” for- 
merly unknown to the nations, but now re- 
vealed, though not completely understood’ by 
us. 

Shall we, then, who every where find un- 
searchable depths in that which is finite, sup- 
pose there is nothing inscrutable in the na- 
ture of the infinite God, and in the plan of 
his saving mercy? All the greatness of man 
being so extremely insignificant in the extent 
of creation ; ought not his understanding to 
bow before the all-wise Creator? Shall we 
refuse to follow that revelation which (in 
spite of all the darkness which perplexes the 
clearest heads in their researches) is a light to 
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our eyes, and a support to our reason; be- 
cause it leads us further than our own wis- 
dom is able todo? Shall we take our leave 
of the Bible which has always happily in- 
structed and polished the nations, by whom 
it was adopted and followed ; and, by reject- 
ing which, philosophy itself would sustain so 
severe a loss? 
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CONTAINING NOTES AND ILLUSTRATIONS, 


Nore A. P. 383i. 


By “ Christian teachers,” the author, in this sentence, 
evidently intends, simply, persons who profess to teach 
the religion of the Bible; not men who are necessarily 
orthodox in their sentiments, or holy in their character. 
The propriety, however, of such a vague use of the term 
Christian, especially in a theological treatise, may be 
very fairly questioned. Much harm has, undoubtedly, 
been done by the loose and incorrect manner in which 
such terms have been employed by religious controver- 
sialists. It has led many cursory observers to suppose, 
that the contest was little better than a logomachy, or 
one in which no important principle was involved; and 
hence they have concluded, that one system or creed was 
as good and correct as any other. It is especially ob- 
jectionable, when such a perversion of terms occurs in a 
work against Unitarians; for, unquestionably, if our 
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view of Christianity be right, they can have no preten- 
sions to the name or character of Christians. Our sys- 
tem and theirs are opposed to each other in almost every 
essential point; and if the one party be right, the other 
must be radically and awfully wrong. Both systems 
cannot be Christianity; and therefore it is a mere mock- 
ery of language in us to address one another, as if they 
could. ‘ Why,” says Dr Wardlaw, “are we to convert 
this sacred name into a mere epithet of unmeaning com- 
pliment? The inconsistency is equal on both sides. It 
is just as absurd in them to bestow it upon us, as it is 
for us to bestow it upon them. If our opponents be 
Christians, we are deluded idolaters, miserably deceived 
in the object of our worship, and the foundation of our 
hope! Why should we disguise this matter, and delude 
ourselves and one another, by taking a name in common, 
when we have hardly a principle in common ?*”- Such 
sentiments generally call forth from Unitarians the epi- 
thets of illiberal and bigotted ; but better that the stigma 
of such reproaches should adhere to us, than that the 
progress of truth should be impeded, or the minds of the 
ignorant and thoughtless be misled. It is more than 
time that such paltry euphemisms were discarded in theo- 
logical controversy, and that we should push our conclu. 
sions to their full length, regardless of every thing but 
the progress of truth, and the triumph of correct princi- 
ples. 1am far from being an enemy to courtesy of lan- 
guage in controversy,—on the contrary, I lament that 
religious discussions have been so often defiled with in- 
temperate and opprobrious language; but let not this 


* Discourses on the Soc. Cont. p. 460. 4th edit. 
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courtesy be carried to such an extent, as to involve the 
sacrifice of principle, or the obscuration of truth! In its 
own place it is admirable and excellent; when carried to 
an excess, it is disgusting as well as ridiculous. 


Nore B. P. 42. 


The remarks of Dr Wynpersse in this section, are 
well worthy the attention of the serious reader. No- 
thing, we are convinced, has more facilitated the progress 
of error in this country, than the great want of Scriptu- 
ral knowledge among the mass of our population; and 
the gross neglect of order and discipline in churches 
professing to be Christian. When men are accustomed 
to regard Christianity as comprised in the creeds they 
have been taught to respect, and which they respect, 
simply because they have been taught them, without ever 
examining Scripture upon the subject; a very little ex- 
ternal influence or persuasion will be often sufficient to 
induce them to adopt sentiments the very opposite to 
those which they originally professed to hold. And 
when men are admitted to the ordinances of the gospel, 
without affording any evidence that they are at all influ- 
enced by the spirit of the gospel, a callousness of feeling 
is introduced into the church, religion becomes a matter 
of convenience or expediency, and that holy zeal for 
truth, which should characterise the Christian, is ex- 
changed for the indolent indifference of an unconcerned 
spectator. But for the evil influence of such a state of 
things, we should not have had to lament over the fall 
of so many who seemed once favourably disposed to the 
religion of Christ ; or have seen so many places of wor- 
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ship, founded and endowed by pious men, for the preach« 
ing of “ the truth as it is in Jesus,” wrested from their 
original purpose, and devoted to the inculcation of opin- 
ions which their founders repudiated and abhorred. It 
is painful to think that so many congregations, once 
prosperous and illustrious, have now become the strong- 
holds of error; and that the very descendants of their 
devoted founders, can tread upon the graves of their fa- 
thers in their way to celebrate those orgies which their 
fathers would have died to put down.* But whilst we 
lament such changes, let us remember that the causes 
which facilitated them are still in operation; and that 
unless scriptural teaching, and scriptural discipline be 
more extensively employed throughout the churches of 
Christ in this country, the enemy may still be permitted 
to ‘come in upon us like a flood,” and “ the adversary” 
be allowed to “tread down the sanctuary.” It is only 
when we are ourselves using the best means of prevent- 
ing the progress of error, that we can look up with con- 
fidence for the divine assistance and blessing. 

The author’s opinion, that Socinianism has arisen in 
many cases from the indulgence of a spirit of adventur- 
ous speculation, and an impatience of restraint even 
from the authority of God, is also worthy of attention ; 
especially as its truth is in some degree admitted by 
Socinians themselves. ‘“ Many of those who embrace 
Unitarian principles,” says Mr Yates, “ will be men 
more disposed to inquire after truth, than to apply it 
steadily te practice when found;” and again, “ the 


* Throughout England, no less than 140 chapels at least, originally 
built and endowed by Trinitarians, have fallen, with their endow- 
ments, into the hands of the Socinians, 
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converts to Unitarianism may become careless and in- 
different about their religious duties, and adopt habits 
of useless roving speculation to the neglect of their 
hearts and lives.” Dr Priestley and Mr Belsham use 
very similar language;* and the general character of 
the Unitarian body—whom Mr Fuller justly describes, 
as “a speculating sort of people among professing 
Christians,”—forcibly corroborates their statements. I 
mean not to affirm that any charge of immorality can 
be laid against that body as such; on the contrary, I 
believe that those composing it are generally exemplary 
in their attention to all moral and social duties. But 
I would ask, can the same be said of their attention to 
the duties of religion ? Are they noted for their devo- 
tion, their holiness, their zeal in the cause of God? 
Are they patterns of the graces of humility, of patience, 
of enlarged benevolence? To these questions they them- 
selves would be most ready perhaps to reply in the negative. 
They boast themselves of their intellectual achievements 
and prowess; but they nauseate the idea of being mis- 
taken for saints. Their religion consists in adjusting 
the relation of propositions to each other, and in measur- 
ing by the rules of logic the agreement or discordance of 
syllogistic terms; not in the obedience of the heart and 
life to the will of God, and the repose of the intellect 
and the affections upon his infallible testimony. Such 
a religion can never be the religion of the Bible. How- 
ever clear in its details, and elegant in its development, 
it is destitute of every principle of vitality, and life-giv- 


% See quotations from their writings, in Dr Wardlaw’s Dis- 
courses, p. 468, 
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ing energy. It may gratify the ambition of the intel- 
lect ; but it cannot touch the heart. It may please the 
taste, but it can never celestialize the affections, or ap- 
pease the conscience. It is “of the earth earthy ;” and 
no spark of heavenly fire has ever touched its lifeless 
clay. Under such circumstances it may flourish for a 
while ; but it must ultimately fall before the progress 
of religious truth, and sound piety. Already may we 
discern in it the symptoms of decay. Its supporters are 
less valiant in its defence, less steady in their adherence 
to it, and much fewer in their numbers. The reputa- 
tion of Socinus is passing away,— 


releodus pry ddovs 
arises, wasdos d° ovddy cptiwr, 
” ¢ a > Vg 
ovae nutooPayroy ZAMI¥EL,— 


Aeschylus Ag. 80, Edit. Wellauer. 


And, in a few years his heresy will, we trust, be num- 
bered among the things that have been ; and requiescat 
in pace be inscribed upon its sepulchre ! 


Nore C. P. 44. 


‘*¢ In order to honour God’s testimony by a dutiful be- 
lief, we must not interpret it according to our own opin- 
ion, (for his testimony was necessary, on account of the 
defective or divided opinions of men;) but we must 
form our judgment of the divine declaration, in the 
words in which it is expressed by the unwrested, signifi- 
cation of the words themselves. It is in this way only, 
that we can have the limited sense of Scripture doctrine, 
and preserve it in all ages. It is lawful enough in it- 
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self, and agreeable to good rules of interpretation, to 
try, in such places as contain mysteries which reason 
cannot unfold, whether what is supernatural can be 
avoided, by understanding it in a softer or less proper 
sense, or according to the less usual signification of a 
word, in allusion to a people’s sayings or opinions. 
But when, after impartial inquiry, it appears, from the 
positive manner in whieh any doctrine is proposed, from 
the connection, the scope, the comparison of places, and 
the like; that it must be understood in an appropriat- 
ed and emphatical sense; then the Christian must re- 
sign his understanding to the will of God. How 
much soever we respect the light which is thrown on 
words by learned men, and such as differ from us; this 
cannot shake the doctrine of salvation founded in God’s 
word, nor change its nature, according to the fashion- 
able opinions of different ages, and the variable turn of 
human sciences, under the pretence of a new and better 
solution. Profane writings will also, we hope, continue 
to be the subjects of sound criticism, by the light of true 
philosophy and skill in languages; without its being, 
for that reason, unknown, till the end of time, what 
Herodotus has related, or Plato taught.”—<Author’s 
Note. 

The youthful reader who may be desirous to furnish 
himself with a series of such sound rules of interpreta- 
tion, as may enable him to proceed to the criticism of 
the New Testament, proprio marte, and with the best 
hope of success; will find much advantage from the 
study of Michaelis’ “‘ Introduction to the N. T.” by Bp. 
Marsh, vol. I. and JI. Horne’s “ Introduction, &c.” 
vol, IJ, 6th edit.; and especially of Prof. Stuart’s trans- 
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lation of Ernesti’s “ Institutio Interpretis, &c.” with ad- 
ditions from the works of Morus, Keil, Beck and Seiler, 
and notes by the translator, as republished in London, 
by Dr Henderson of Highbury College. The excel- 
lence of Ernesti’s work has been long admitted; and the 
translation of Prof. Stuart is worthy of its author. The 
reader will also find some excellent remarks in Ernesti’s 
“ Opuscula Philologica et Critica,” Lugd. Bat. 1776, 
and in Pritt’s “ Introductio in Lectionem N. T., &c.” 
edited by C.’'G. Hofmann, Lipsiac, 1737. 


Nore D. P. 48. 


The refutation of objections does not enter into our 
author’s plan, and accordingly, he has quoted the pas- 
sages contained in this paragraph, without making any 
allusion to the various glosses and interpretations which 
Unitarian writers have attempted to put upon them. 
It may not, however, be improper, in the present edition 
of his work, to take some notice of these; were it for 
no other purpose, than to shew to what extremities even 
intelligent and learned men may be driven in attempt- 
ing to defend an untenable system. We shall take the 
passages in the order in which they stand in the N. T. 
J. John i. 1.—“In the beginning was the Logos, and 
the Logos was with God, and the Logos was God.” 
Without stopping to enquire particularly into the mean- 
ing of the two first clauses of this verse, we shall take up 
the last as the one upon which our author lays most 
stress. To obviate the force of its testimony, the Soci- 
nians, in the first place, deny that Logos refers to Christ; 
and contend that it signifies wisdom, reason, emanation, 
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&c. and refers to one of the attributes of God. In re- 
ply to this it may be remarked, Ist, That the mere 
translation of the word is a matter of minor importance, 
provided its proper application be ascertained. But, 
2dly, The attempt to understand this word of one of the 
divine attributes, is unsupported by the wsus loquendi of 
the New Testament. No instance can be adduced, of such 
a personification of the properties of Deity, as. this sup- 
position would in the present instance involve. 3dly, 
For what reason should the attribute of wisdom alone be 
mentioned in this connection? Were not the mercy, 
and power, and justice of God, as strikingly displayed in 
the work of redemption, as his wisdom? Or rather, 
‘was not that work a manifestation of all his perfections 
in glorious and delightful harmony? 4¢hly, In what 
sense can any of God’s attributes be said to become flesh, 
as the Logos is said (ver. 14.) to have become? 5Sthly, 
What propriety is there in saying, that an attribute of 
God is with God? Can it be any where else? 6thly, 
In what sense can any of God’s attributes be said to be 
God, or even (if the Socinians wish it so) a God? Is 
God nothing but wisdom? or are the attributes of God 
a set of inferior deities, that surround him like the sa- 
tellites of a planet? These reasons and difficulties, will 
be sufficient to point out the absurdity of the supposi- 
tion in question. Indeed, no person. who will candidly 
peruse the first fifteen verses of this chapter, can remain 
long in doubt, as to the fact of the word Logos being 
used in reference to Christ. Was it not of him that 
John bare witness? Was it not true of him, that “ the 
world knew him not,” and that when “he came to his 
own, his own received him not?” Did not he ‘ be- 
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come flesh” and dwell among men; and was not his 
glory seen by them “as the glory of the only begotten 
Son of God?” These passages can refer to none but 
Christ, and clearly show that he is the Logos spoken of 
in the first verse. But the question is put beyond a 
doubt, by the fact of the same term being applied to 
him in other passages of scripture; see 1 John i. 1. and 
Rev. xix. 13. Why this title should have been applied 
to Christ, is another enquiry which may be answered or 
not, without affecting the general question. It is suffi- 
cient for us to know that the term does refer to him ; 
and that, when it is said ‘“ the Logos was God,” we are 
to understand it as meaning, “the Christ was God.” 
If however, the reader wishes to know what interpreta- 
tions have been given of the term in this connection, let 
me refer him to Dr J. P. Smith’s “Scripture Testimony 
to the Messiah,” vol. i. pp. 562, 563, 599, 600. III. p. 
72. 

Foiled in their attempts to destroy the evidence of 
this verse in favour of Christ’s divinity, by referring the 
Logos to. something else than Christ ; Socinians resort, 
in the second place, to the expedient of translating éeos, 
a god; thus taking off the force of this proof, by under- 
standing the term in an indefinite and metaphorical 
sense. In support of this translation, they argue that 
Geos is here without the article, and cannot, therefore, 
mean the supreme God. But in thus reasoning, they 
forget another usage of Greek syntax, viz. that when 
two nouns are related to each other as subject and pre- 
dicate, the subject (in this case Aoyes, the word) has the 
article, while the predicate (é:0s, God) wants it. The 
article is omitted in this clause, therefore, not to denote that 
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cos is to be understood in an indefinite sense, but in com- 
pliance with the usage of Greek writers. Not only, how- 
ever, are Socinians incorrect in this inference ; they are 
wrong also in their assertion, that és0s without the article 
is not used in reference to the supreme God. In this 
very chapter, it is used no less than four times, see verses 
6, 12, 13, 18,; and if in these verses it may be trans- 
lated God, why should not the same be done in the verse 
before us? 

Besides, it may be fairly asked, in what sense are we 
to understand the proposition, “the Logos was a God.” 
Are there gradations of Gods in heaven? If so, what 
becomes of the unity of the Godhead: if not, is it con- 
ceivable that the Scriptures, would employ language so 
much calculated to mislead the enquirer into an error of 
the most fatal kind? What would a heathen infer from 
such a statement, but that Christianity recognised a plu- 
rality of gods, as well as that religion which it called 
upon him to forsake? ‘And would not such a supposi- 
tion, go far towards invalidating the claims of the Bible 
to be the word of God ? 

But we are reminded that the Scriptures sometimes 
do use the word God, in an inferior sense, as applicable 
to magistrates and divine messengers. This is not 
denied ; nor is it wonderful that a name, though origi- 
nally appropriated to the Deity, but at the same time 
suggesting to the mind, the associated ideas of power, 
wisdom, &c.; should, in process of time, be generalized 
and applied to other beings to whom these attributes be- 
longed, though in a far inferior degree. The instances, 
however, of such an application of the name of Elohim, 
are very few; and of such a use of the word és, the 
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New Testament furnishes only three,* in the first of 
which, a quotation is made from the Old Testament, 
whilst the other two allude tothe notions and sentiments 
of the heathens. Besides, in all cases of this usage, the 
language employed is very different from that in the 
verse before us. ‘In all of them, either by a strong 
antithesis in the connection, or by some other equally 
marked circumstance, the figurative application is so very 
manifest, that the most careless or perverse reader can- 
not fail to be impressed with it;” (Dr Smith, Scrip. 
Test. vol. iii. p. 90.) Such phrases as, ‘‘I said ye 
are gods”——“ worship him, all ye gods,” &c. are never to 
be quoted as parallel expressions to the plain and un- 
limited statement before us, ‘“ the Word was God.” 
Their total want of analogy is at once perceptible. 

In the above remarks, no notice has been taken of the 
various readings which have been proposed upon this 
verse, such as ésov for ses, and the transposition of xas 
and, from the commencement of the clause to the mid- 
dle, simply because they are unworthy of any regard. 
They are supported by no authority, and are merely the 
gratuitous and disingenuous conjectures of men who 
could find no other way of silencing the en of 
Scripture upon this point. 

2. John xx. 28. “ And Thomas answered and said unto 
him, My Lord and my God.” On this verse no remark 
need be made, in addition to those of the author. The So- 
cinian interpretation of the words, as equivalent to the 
exclamations frequently employed by thoughtless persons 
in the present day, who use the words, “O Lord I «OQ 


* John x. 34, 35. 1 Cor. viii. 5. 2 Thess. ii. 4. 
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God!” on every trifling occasion, has too much in it of 
mingled profanity and absurdity, to be seriously refuted. 

3. Rom. ix. 5. “ Of whom are the fathers, and of 
whom is the Christ with respect to the flesh, [i.e, his 
human nature] who is supreme (‘si wéyrwy, over all, ) 
God, blessed for ever. Amen.” Such is the translation 
of this passage, as it stands in the received text; and in 
this form, nothing can be more distinct than the testi- 
mony which it furnishes to the supreme divinity of 
Christ. To make it speak some other language, how- 
ever, Socinians have exerted all their ingenuity; and the 
authority of manuscripts, fathers, and versions, as well 
as the rules of grammar, have been set at nought and 
trampled upon, in order to force out of this passage some 
meaning which may suit the tastes or systems of these 
theological Procrustians. Their efforts, however, have 
only had the effect of leading learned men to examine 
the subject more thoroughly, and to prove more con- 
vincingly, that the received reading is the only tenable 
one. Of their attempts to alter the text, the most inge- 
nious is that of substituting wy 6 for 6 ay, and translating 
thus: ‘ Of whom is the Christ according to the flesh, 
(and) of whom is the supreme God blessed for ever. 
Amen.” But this, it is to be remembered, is a mere 
conjectural alteration, which is not only supported by no 
authority, but is also opposed by several important consi- 
derations, of a critical and grammatical nature, which it 
is unnecessary here to enumerate.* Alterations have 
also been proposed in the punctuation, the object of which 
has been to separate the words ‘‘ God blessed for ever,” 


»* The reader will find them all stated with great force and clear- 
ness, in Dr Smith’s Scrip. Test, vol. iii. p. 335, 337. 
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from the preceding words, and to understand them as a 
doxology. Thus, while some read, ‘ And of whom is 
the Christ according to the flesh. God who is over all, 
be blessed for ever!” others read, “ And of whom is the 
Christ, according to the flesh, who is over all. God be 
blessed for ever!” On this we may remark, 1. That, in 
addition to the awkwardness of a doxology in this place, 
it by no means would cohere with the tone of the apostle’s 
previous remarks, to introduce an exclamation of grati- 
tude at the conclusion. It would be strange, indeed, if, 
after stating his great heaviness of heart for his brethren 
the Jews, he should immediately, and without any 
warning, break forth into a doxology to God. A pray- 
er for their salvation would, (as Crellius long ago ad- 
mitted) have been much more appropriate. 2. If the 
' apostle had intended that his words should be understood 
as a doxology, he would, according to invariable Greek 
usage, have arranged them in a different manner. For, 
as every student of Greek knows, in all such and similar 
cases, the adjective precedes the substantive, while the 
latter has always the article. In order, therefore, to get 
the version, “ God be blessed for ever !” we must change 
6:0 tuAoynros into 2vAoynros 4 beds, an alteration too vio- 
lent to be for a moment ventured upon. 

It is also worthy of notice, that in the clause vo xard 
céexe, ‘as its respects the flesh,” there is one part ofan 
antithesis, the counterpart of which is to be sought for in 
the subsequent clause, and is found in the expression, 
“the supreme God.” According to the flesh, Christ 
was descended from the fathers‘ of the Jewish nation, 
whilst at the same time he was ‘ God over all.” We 
may, therefore, conclude with the learned Michaelis, 
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“that Paul here delivers the same doctrine of the divin- 
ity of Christ, which is elsewhere unquestionably main- 
tained in the New Testament.”—Anmerk. fiir Ungelehrte, 
quoted by Middleton, on the Greek Article. 

4. Heb. i. 8, 9. ‘ But to the Son (he saith) thy 
throne, O God, is for ever and ever; a sceptre of right- 
eousness (or uprightness) is the sceptre of thy kingdom.” 
In this passage Jesus, the Son, is plainly called God, and 
that in an unqualified sense, by the Father himself. To 
get over this strong difficulty in their way, Socinians 
have affirmed that the expression 6 éz0s, God, is in the 
nominative and not the vocative case; and have accord- 
ingly proposed to render the whole clause, ‘ God is thy 
throne for ever and ever ;” thus making God the subject 
of the proposition, and throne, &c. the predicate. In 
reply to this we observe, 1. That 6 éeos is, in Biblical 
Greek, the almost invariable form of the vocative; vide 
Ps. iii. 7. iv. 1. v. 10, &c. Nor is this peculiar to the 
Greek of the LX X, and the New Testament; it is 
equally common with the most classic writers; indeed 
Buttman remarks, that with the Attics, “ 60s is always 
the same in the vocative as the nominative.”* No ar- 
gument, therefore, in opposition to the common version, 
can be drawn from the use, 4 40s instead of & 6:2. But, 
2. The Greek for “God is thy throne,” would not be, 
as the original has it, 6 dgoves cov, 6 beds, x. t. As but 
besves wou 6 bt0g. For such a change, however, there is 
no authority. 3. The assertion, “God is thy throne,” 
is one to which no proper meaning can be attached. 
Some Socinians say, it means, “ God is thy support ;” 

* Greek Grammar, p. 42. Camb, Trans. See also Matthiae Gr. 


Gr. § 69. Obs, 2.; and Thierseh Gr. Gr. § li. 8. a. 
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but, besides that the meaning of égeves is averse to this 
interpretation, it may be asked, of whom is God not the 
support? or what proof would it furnish of Christ’s su- 
periority to the angels, to say, that he was supported by 
God, seeing the very same blessing was enjoyed by them? 
Others tell us that throne is used figuratively, to denote 
dominion, empire, authority; but of this it may be asked, 
in what sense can God be the dominion of a creature? 
or what meaning are we to attach to the assertion ? If it 
be replied, that it means that he is the stability of Christ’s 
dominion, this would not only do violence to the apostle’s 
language, and introduce a modus loguendi unknown to 
the sacred writings, but would also be liable to the same 
objection as the preceding explanation; for of what king’s 
dominion is not God the stability? or what argument 
would it furnish of Christ’s superiority to angels, to af- 
firm that he enjoyed a privilege, which he only shared in 
common with the kings of the earth ? 

Driven by these considerations to admit the propriety 
of the common version, Socinians still attempt to keep 
their ground, by resorting to their old objection, that the 
word God is here used in a subordinate sense, as signifi- 
cative of dignity, but not of Deity. In support of such 
an use of the word here, they allege that the writer 
speaks in the 9th verse, of Christ being above his fellows; 
language which could never have been employed in re- 
ference to the Supreme God. To this objection it is 
sufficient to reply, that though Jesus Christ was God, 
yet, as Mediator—as Godin human flesh, he was volun- 
tarily subordinate to the Father; and that accordingly, 
as Mediatorial King, consecrated and set apart to his 
office by the Father, he might without impropriety, be 
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said to be ‘“ above his fellows” or associates (jerovous) 
i.e. in office, viz. king. 

The importance of fee subjects duasiseal and the im- 
possibility of compressing them into a narrower space, 
must be our apology for the great length of this note. 
We trust that we have been enabled to vindicate the as- 
sertion of Dr Wynpersse in the text, “ that the objec- 
tions thrown out against these passages, are as easily, as 
they are effectually, refuted by just criticism.” 

_The author adds in a note, “ The proof from Acts xx. 
28. and | Tim. iii. 16. is somewhat more difficult, be- 
cause the original text is differently read. We think, 
however, these passages may be used with advantage. In 
the former, the best reading seems to be roy xugiou xas 
” This is very doubtful; and if the reader will con- 
sult the learned note of Griesbach in Joc., or that of Dr 
J. P. Smith, in his Scrip. Test. vol. iii. p. 63. he will 
find that the evidence greatly preponderates in favour of 


bsov. 


tov xvgiov. The common reading of the latter passage, 
b0s tpavacaidn ivowexs, has lately received a most triumph- 
ant vindication from the pen of my learned and highly 
honoured friend, the Rev. Dr Henderson of Highbury, 
in a work entitled, “ The Great Mystery of Godliness in- 
controvertible, or Sir Isaac Newton and the Socinians 
foiled in the attempt to prove a corruption in the text, 
1 Tim. iii. 16, &c.” Lond. 1830. By a patient and 
erudite examination of the conflicting readings, with 
their respective evidence, the Doctor shews, that whilst 
the Socinian reading, ¢, “is absolutely without one posi- 
tive or indisputable testimony ;” and that adopted by 
Griesbach, ¢s, “is clearly supported by the suffrage of 
only three MSS. ;” that “of the Textus Receptus has 
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been found in upwards of one hundred and seventy, which 
are all the other manuscripts of the Pauline Epistles, the 
collation of which has yet been published.”” But let me 
direct the reader to the work itself. I know not where 
he will find a more excellent specimen of verbal criti- | 
cism. 


Nore E. P. 50. 

The difficulty of this passage is not trifling; but a 
little patient enquiry will serve to show, that instead of 
favouring Socinians, it rather, as Dr W. remarks, mi- 
litates against them. This will be apparent from the 
following observations, abridged from those of Dr Ward- 
law upon this verse : 

1. The apostle, in arguing against the lawfulness of 
eating meats that had been offered to idols, admits, in 
the outset, the truth of what the abettors of that prac- 
tice were wont to urge in their defence, viz. that, “an 
idol is nothing in the world, and there is no God but 
one.” ‘This he does in verse 4th, and more at large in 
verses 5th and 6th, where he proceeds to establish the 
assertion. How, then, does he do this ? 

2. It is evident that the ‘ lords many and gods 
many” are included in the more general phrase éce 
Atyousvos in the previous verse, and are explanatory of 
it. The “ lords many,” therefore, referred to the 
number of the heathen deities as well as the “ gods 
many ;” and the apostle uses both expressions in order 
that he might include all. 

3. It follows, that unless we would deprive the apos- 
tle’s argument of all consistency, we must not consider 
him as excluding from the claims and honours of Deity, 
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the “one Lord, Jesus Christ.” What he affirms is, that 
“there is one God ;” and this he shows by opposing to 
the ‘ lords many and gods many” of the heathen, 
not God the Father only, but “one God the Father, 
and one Lord Jesus Christ.” ‘ The proposition, there- 
fore, ‘ There is no other God but one,’ must be consi- 
dered as identified in the reasoning, not with the simple 
proposition ‘to us there is but one God the Father,’ 
but with the complex proposition, ‘to us there is but 
one God the Father, and one Lord Jesus Christ.’ ” 

4. If we suppose the Apostle here to exclude Christ 
from being God, by parity of reasoning must we sup- 
pose him to exclude the Father from being Lord; for, 
in the very same exclusive terms in which he affirms, 
“there is one God the Father,” he also affirms, there 
is “ one Lord Jesus Christ.” 

5. “This view is confirmed by the language here 
used respecting the ‘one Lord Jesus Christ.’ ‘To us 
there is but one God the Father, of whom are all things, 
and we in him; and one Lord Jesus Christ, by whom 
are all things, and we by him ;’ all things which are of 
the Father are, in their utmost latitude, here affirmed 
to be by the Lord Jesus Christ ; and that in the very 
same terms in which elsewhere all things are said to be 
by the Father. Rom. xi. 36. Heb. ii. 10. &c.” 

We may conclude, then, in the words of Royaards, 
(Diatribe de Div. I. C. vera. p. 182). ‘ Itaque hoc 
dictum divinitati Christi vere non adversatur ; sed 
multo magis eam commendat et confirmat.” 


Notre F. P. 52. 
The translation of these passages depends on a rule of 
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Greek syntax, by which words that are attributives, and 
joined together by a copulative, when they have the 
article prefixed to the first, but not repeated with the 
second, they must be referred to the same person or 
thing. This is a rule of constant application through- 
out the N. T.; and the laborious investigations of Dr 
Wordsworth have shewn that it is also observed with 
reference to the designations of God and Christ, in the 
writings of the Greek fathers.—WSix letters to G. Sharpe, 
E'sq., p. 1382. See also Middleton on the Gr. Art ; and 
Sharpe’s Remarks on the use of the definitive Art. in the 
N. T. In accordance with this rule, the passages 
quoted in the text should be rendered thus; Tit. ii. 13. 
“* Looking for the glorious appearing of our great God 
and Saviour Jesus Christ.” Jude 4. “ And denying 
our only Master, [God] and Lord Jesus Christ.” The 
word God is placed within brackets as of doubtful au- 
thority. See Griesbach. Compare 2 Pet. ii. 1. 
“When I consider,” says Prof. Stuart of Andover, 
U. S. “that the method of translating here proposed, is 
perfectly conformable to the Greek idiom, and must be 
adopted in various other passages, (e. g. Rom. xv. 6. ; 
Eph. v. 20.; James i. 27.) and if adopted in these, will 
give them a sense conformable to that of other parts of 
the sacred volume; I confess the evidence which these 
passages afford, if not decisive, at least confirms in no 
small degree the testimony of other texts; especially in 
this case in regard to the text in Titus; for where is the 
appearing of God the Father ever spoken of by the New 
Testament writers? It is Christ who appeared to ex- 
ecute vengeance upon the Jewish nation, who will ap- 
pear at the judgment. Yet here, the appearance of the 
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great God is mentioned; of the great God and Sa- 
viour ; for so I cannot but believe the text is fairly to 
be construed. Can this great God be any other than 
Christ himself? “ Letters on the Trinity and on the 
Divinity of Christ ; addressed to the Rev. W. E. Chan- 
ning, &c. by Moses Stuart, Associate Prof. of Sac. Lit. 
in Theol. Sem. Andover.” Dundee (republished) 1829 ; 
a little work of singular merit, “‘ Optimae, que sane 
frugis plenissimum,” but unfortunately less known in 
Britain than it deserves. 


Nore G, P. 54. 

Few passages of Scripture, connected with this con- 
troversy, have been more perplexing to critics and scho- 
liasts than that in Phil. ii. 6,7. Even among those 
who are agreed as to the grand point at issue, viz. the 
testimony furnished by this verse in favour of Christ’s 
divinity, there is a great diversity of opinion as to the 
precise interpretation of the apostle’s words. After con- 
sidering the subject as minutely and impartially as I 
have been able, I feel constrained to admit, that, the 
common version does not appear to me to express the 
sentiments of the apostle so accurately as is done by the 
version proposed by Dr Smith and some other critics. 
The words may be literally rendered thus: ‘* Who 
being (or though) in the form of God (i. e. possessing 
all the attributes of Deity) did not deem it a thing to 
be caught at to be on equality with God; but emptied 
himself, taking upon him the form of a servant, being in 
the likeness of man, &c.”* 


* I have deemed it unnecessary to give the original, as every per- 
son who takes an interest in such investigation, generally pro- 
secutes them with. the original in his hands. 
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"ev wood bsov,| “In the form of God, i. e. possessing 
all the attributes of the Deity.” The propriety of this 
exegesis will be evident from the following considera- 
tions. 1. «oem, in its ordinary acceptation, denotes 
Jigure, or the boundary of extension ; and accordingly re- 
lates properly only to material objects. In the passage 
before us, however, it is used metaphorically in refer- 
ence to a spiritual existence ; and must consequently be 
understood by way of an analogy, i. e. as sustaining, in 
idea, the same relation to its object, as figure in bodies 
does tothem. Now, the relation of figure to an extend- 
ed body, is that of defining property, or that property by 
which the body is generally discriminated from others 
of the same matter; and by analogy, the word figure, 
when applied to God, must denote, that by which he is 
defined, described, or represented to us, viz. his attributes. 
The analogy, it is granted, is a very imperfect one ; but 
such must every analogy be, when applied to the Deity ; 
and it is not more so than other analogies of a similar 
nature in Scripture, comp. Heb. i. 1, 2,3. 2. The 
careful reader will observe, that between the former clause 
of the verse and the latter, there is an evident antithesis ; 
“the form of God” in the one, being contrasted with 
“the form of a servant” in the other. But that the an- 
tithesis may be real, and not merely verbal, there must 
be a contrast of ideas between its parts, which cannot be 
the case unless form in both have the same signification. 
And just as, “in the form of a servant” must mean 
with the attributes of a servant; so “in the form of 
God” must mean with the attributes of God. 

ux aeraywov x. 7. 2.| ‘ Did not deem it a thing to be 
caught at,” i. e, did not eagerly desire to display his 
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equality with the Father. dgraymos signifies not so 
much robbery, as “ something taken with eagerness,” or 
“the act of taking something with eagerness ;” for it is 
used both passively and actively. The verb from which 
it comes, éerufw, is generally employed with reference 
to persons who snatch a thing eagerly, and in the 
view of others. Thus Aristophanes, (Plut. 382, Ed. 
Brunck.) Mav év xinrspas, ar’ newaxes; “ Hast thou 
then not pilfered it, but taken it away publicly ?” 
Xenophon, (Anabd. vi. iii. 18.) Is it not a thing ea- 
gerly to be caught at (a@ duyi xan aeracas abiov,) that 
we having passed over should leave a difficult and 
woody country behind us, &c.” Id. (de Equitando, vi. 
1l.) “But if a horse be bridled, not only when he 
works, but also when he is led out to pasture, and when 
he returns home from exercise, it will not be wonderful 
if he snatch the bit of his own accord, (% cer des rov yarivoy 
avrowures,) when offered to him.” See also Homer (II. 
xii. 445); and the remarks of the learned Raphel, 
(Annott. in 8. Scripturam. &c. Lugd. Bat. 1747), on 
this verse. These passages completely establish the ap- 
plication of the verb; and proceeding from that to the 
noun formed from it, we conclude that the primary idea 
of éerayos is either “the art of snatching eagerly,” o 
‘something eagerly snatched,” according as it is sella 
actively or passively. This word itself is not found in 
the works of any classic author, but agrayua, which is 
perfectly synonymous, sometimes occurs, and always in 
this sense. See Dr J. P. Smith’s Scrip. Test. II. p. 412, 
449, &c. ; and Lambert Bos. apap elgetane Philologice, 
&e, p. 199. 

nyncuro| nytount, signifies, 1. to lead, or preside. 2. 
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possess dignity. 3. To lead an inference, to conclude, 
esteem, gudge, &c. It is here used in the last sense. 

vo eivees soe bew,| lit. “The being on an equality with 
God,” so Tertullian, “non rapinam existimavit pariari 
Deo.” That ‘ios denotes equal, is known to every read- 
er of Greek. It is the word perpetually employed by 
Euclid and the other Greek mathematicians, to denote 
mathematical equality; and its force is seen in its com- 
pounds, ivobios, &c. The use of sca, the plural for the 
singular, ’s¢ov,is countenanced by the best Greek authors ; 
thus Pindar, (Olymp. IT. 109. Ed. Heyniana), “Icov 3% 
yorrecow itl, “low 3 iv cpmeoous, x. 7. A— icov de—'sow D’, 
pariter, h.e. ’sxions vuxros nas nutous.” Heynes. | 

tavroy txevwosy,| “ emptied himself,’—of what ? of his 
equality with God; of the glory and honour which he 
enjoyed before equally with the Father. ‘ @ss jpev 
xisvacus taueoy amo Tov “sivas ice Otw.” Conc. Antioch. 
Labb. I. p. 848. quoted by Waterland: Hight Sermons, 
&c. Oxf. 1795. 

We need proceed no farther in our exegesis, as there 
is no dispute as to the interpretation of what follows. 
The passage which we have been considering, may be 
thus paraphrased: ‘‘ Let the same mind be in you as 
was in Christ Jesus, who though really God,—possessing 
all the attributes and power of Deity,—yet was so humble 
as not to deem the display of his glory a thing to be caught 
at, and brought with him from heaven to earth. Ac- 
cordingly, therefore, though retaining all his equality 
with the Father in respect of power and essential dig- 
nity, he voluntarily, and for an extraordinary purpose, 
emptied himself of his glory—denuded himself, in the 
only way in which that was possible, of the splendour 
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and magnificence of Deity,*—took upon him the form 
of a servant, and the nature of a man, and as such be- 
came obedient unto death, even the death of the cross.” 
That this paraphrase is borne out by the words, has, I 
trust, been satisfactorily shewn; it seems to be recom- 
mended also by the following considerations: 1. It is 
more in accordance with the apostle’s argument than 
that usually given. He is admonishing the Philippians 
to the exercise of humility; and the argument with 
which he enforces the duty is the example of Christ. 
Now, how was the humility of Christ evidenced? Not 
certainly, by his thinking “it no robbery to be equal 
with God ;” but by his not thinking his equality with 
God a thing to be eagerly caught at or retained. If it 
be said that the proof of his humility, was taking upon 
him the form ofa servant, &c. ; it is replied, that before 
this version can be admitted, the original must be altered. 
from the indicative fyncare, to the participle iynoapsves, 
and the conjunction 442 must be omitted ; so that the 
verse may read, “‘ Who, being in the form of God, and 
thinking it no robbery, &c. took upon himself,” &c. 
Without this there is an evident impropriety in suppos- 
ing the protasis of the sentence, to end with ‘ God,” and 
the apodosis to commence with, “but took;” to which 
no parallel can be furnished from the writings of the 
New Testament. 2. It is supported by the opinions of 
several writers near the time of the apostles. Thus, in 
the Letter of the Christians at Vienne and Lyons, to the 
Christians in Asia and Phrygia, (preserved by Euseb. 


* * Non omittens quod erat, sed accipiens quod non erat.” —Aust. 
tn Job. Tract, 17, 
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Eccl. Hist. Book. v. cap. 2. and written about A.D. 
177.) we are told, that those who had suffered persecu- 
tion among them, and were consequently honoured by 
their brethren, had nevertheless so much of the spirit of 
Christ, “ who being in the form of God, did not esteem 
it a thing to be caught at, to be equal with God;” that 
they would not allow themselves to be honoured even 
with the name of martyrs. The reader will find the 
whole passage in Dr Smith, vol. ii. p- 416. I only re- 
mark upon it, at present, that the comparison implied in 
it, would not be valid, unless we suppose the writer to 
have understood the text quoted, as indicating the hu- 
mility of Christ, and his unwillingness (so to speak) to 
appear among men in the unveiled glories of his divine 
nature. 

Clement of Alexandria quotes the passage thus, ‘‘ To 
thee the Lord himself will speak, who being, &c. but 
the compassionate God emptied himself, longing for the 
salvation of man ;” cited by Dr Smith, ii. p. 417. 

Cyril of Alexandria, likewise, in the following ex- 
tract, seems to consider the words under notice as part 
of Christ’s humiliation; ‘‘ For the Lord and Saviour of 
all, although it belonged to him to appear in the form 
of the Father, and in every respect on an equality with 
him, and to be honoured with the honours (éaxas) of 
Deity, did not esteem it,” &c.—Conir. Jul. B. vir p. 
195, cited by Waterland, p. 147. 

Origen, also, in many of his writings quotes this pas- 


sage, in this sense, or in one nearly approaching to it. 
In one passage, cited by Dr Smith, he says, “that the 
goodness of Christ appeared more abundant and more 
divine, and truly after the image of the Father, when 
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he humbled himself, becoming obedient unto death, even 
the death of the cross, than if he had esteemed it an ob- 
ject to be caught at, to be as God,” &c. 

In more modern times this interpretation has met 
the support of many of the most competent judges. A 
recensio of the sentiments of some of the chief of these, 
will be found in the invaluable work of Dr Smith, so of- 
ten referred to. The cause of the common version has 
been espoused by Dr Wardlaw, whose ingenious disquisi- 
tion upon the subject is well worthy of attention: but, 
having perused it with all diligence and candour, I can- 
not help regarding it as one of the very few instances in 
which that consummate Theologian fails to vindicate the 
opinion which he adopts. 


Nore H. P. 55. 


““ The conciseness of our design forbids us to enlarge. 
We lay down the grounds of our conviction, and leave 
to every one’s conscience and judgment, what he finds 
written. But I cannot forbear giving one instance. 
It is that (John viii. 58.) with respect to which, F. So- 
cinus was so happy, when, after much solicitude and 
prayer, he thought he had discovered its true meaning: 
* Before Abraham was, Iam.’ That is, before Abraham 
in deed and in effect was; before he was the father of 
many nations, by the calling of the Gentiles, I am. 
But is it justifiable to add what is not mentioned? In 
that whole discourse between Jesus and the Jews, are 
not we to understand by Abraham, a determinate person 
of that name, of whom Jesus now says, ‘ Before Abra- 
ham was, (or was born) I am?’ The Jews could not 

Y¥ 
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understand it otherwise than literally; especially, as it 
was an answer to their question, ‘Thou art not yet 
fifty years old, and hast thou seen Abraham?’ The 
calling of the Gentiles to be Abraham’s children was yet 
to come; andif that were alluded to, it should stand, 
‘before Abraham shall be, I am.’ But what pertinency 
or force would that have? As little will our Saviour’s 
words bear that other interpretation, ‘ Before Abraham 
was, I am,’ i.e. pre-ordained of God to my ministry.” 
Author's Note. - See also Scripture Testimony, vol. ii. 


p. 179—209. 


Note I. P. 56. 


“The objection from Mark xiii. 32.—‘ But of that 
hour knoweth no man,—neither the Son,’ is important. 
As the last words of this passage are not found in the 
parallel place, (Matt. xxiv. 36.) some suspect, that they 
have been foisted in by the Arians. But without better 
evidence, we will not consider as spurious, what may be 
against us. There could be no solution of these words, 
if we did not acknowledge in the divine Redeemer, a 
human nature. But, this being the case, finite know- 
ledge affords as little proof against his divinity, as om- 
niscience is a denial of his humanity. To his humanity, 
then, which did not know every thing, are these words 
applicable. It also appears that they are not to be un- 
derstood in an absolute sense; because, besides that high 
knowledge which the Son alone has of the Father, 
(Matt. ix. 27.) the Father hath committed all judgment 
unto the Son, (John v. 22.); and consequently the time 
of it cannot be determined without the Son; which 
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shews, that he is thoroughly acquainted with the man- 
ner and circumstances of that judgment, Matt. xxiv. 
xxy.”—Author’s Note. See also Scrip. Test. vol. ii. p. 
370; and especially Dr Wardlaw’s Note upon the pas- 
sage; Discourses on the Soc. Cont. p. 5389—-544. 4th 
edit. 1828. 


Nore K. P. 68. 


On turning to the passages referred to by our author, in 
which the phrase to call upon his name, is applied to 
Christ; as these are translated in the improved (or 
Unitarian) version, we find it rendered to call by or after — 
his name, i.e. to profess discipleship to Christ. Now, it 
is impossible to help asking, with reference to such a 
version, is it not strange that a phrase which occurs per- 
petually in the New Testament, with the sense of call- 
ing wpon, (as Socinians themselves allow in every other 
instance, but these under consideration, ) should, in these 
few instances, lay aside its universal signification, and, 
to suit the notions of modern theologists, assume that of 
calling by? Surely this is accommodating Scripture to 
the system, not the system to Scripture ! 

Unitarians defend this translation upon the principle, 
that the verb taixaacoues here used, has both an active 
and passive signification. This assertion has been ex- 
amined at great length, and with his wonted candour 
and learning, by Dr Smith; the result of whose enquiry 
is, that in every instance (with the exception of three of 
a peculiar nature, Ps. xlviiie 1]. 4 Kings xxiii. 17. 
Amos iv. 5.) in which this word occurs in the Greek 
Seriptures, with an accusative case following, it has an 
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active signification, and denotes to call upon, vol. ili. p. 
42, et seq. Socinians lay great stress upon its being 
used in the middle voice, and consequently bearing the 
reflex signification, to call themselves, &c. But they 
ought to know, that the middle voice is as frequently 
used to denote, what a person does for himself to a third 
person, as what a person does to himself; and that this 
is, indeed, its general force when followed by an accusa- 
tive case. How otherwise could we translate such pas- 
sages as the following? Gig: wy, iya re orpapar’ “asppccs 
radi‘ come now, let me carry away (for myself) these 
blankets.” Aristoph. Ran. 502. Ed. Brunck. 0} xraencay 
Piriay Siaagalomevos gos Midoxoy, “ who had come to make 
(for themselves ) friendship with Medocus.”—— Xen. Anab. 
vii. iii. 16. See also Dawes, Misc. Crit. § 235. p. 192. 
Ed. Burg. and Harles: § 237.-p. 418. Ed. Kidd. 
Matthie, Gr. Gr. § 492. ; and an erudite article on the 
middle voice, in first volume of the Musewm Criticum, by 
the Rev. James Tate. Even though we concede, then, 
to Unitarians the reflex use of ’ewsxaAsopa: in the verses 
under consideration, it will avail them nothing; for the 
only difference will be the addition of the words for 
themselves, to the words, ‘ they called upon the name of 
Christ.” 

The evidence which we would seek to adduce in 
favour of Christ’s divinity, from the fact of his having 
received religioss worship while on earth, without re- 
proving those who offered it; is met on the part of the 
Socinians, by a denial that the deference paid to him, 
ever amounted to any thing more than mere external 
homage. The verb used in all such cases is rpocxuvew, 
which, say they, relates simply to a person who pays re- 
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spect or homage to a superior. It is granted, that the 
mere use of this verb affords no sufficient evidence of the 
fact; because the degree of homage offered to Christ, 
would depend entirely upon the ideas entertained of him 
by those who offered it. At the same time, however, it 
is to be borne in mind, that wgooxuvew, is used in Scrip- 
ture in reference to persons offering religious worship ;* 
and is at all times expressive of the most deferential re- 
spect; so that it is difficult to account for our Saviour’s 
receiving, jealous as he was of his Father’s glory, such 
submissive homage without warning those who offered 
‘it, that they might go too far in their respect ; except 
upon the supposition that he himself was God, and 
worthy of the deepest reverence and devotion of his crea- 
tures. 
But whatever difficulty may attach to the full force of 
eeorxuvw when used with reference to men, there can be 
none in its reference to angels. They could not be ig- 


* John iv. 20, 21. 1 Cor. xiv. 25, &c. In the Septuagint, it is 
generally used as synonymous with the Heb. aMNwhy hishtakh- 
avah, (see Gen. xxiii. 12. 1 Sam. i. 3, &c.) of which Gesenius says, 
That though it is used with respect to equals and our earthly supe- 
riors, it is commonly used with respect to the Divine Being, whom 
we invoke ; and, without the addition, signifies to prostrate ourself 
(before God) to pray, to perform one’s devotions. Hebr. H. W. B. 
Irste. Aufl. 1812. On this statement of Gesenius, the following im. 
portant remark is made by Dr Winer of Leipzig: ‘* Of persons who 
stand in the relation of mere frzendship to each other, I can find no 
instance in the Old Testament in which 77Mw is used. When one 
saluted another who was his equal or nearly so, by kneeling, it was 
to let him know that he respected him as his superior or master, just 
as among us, one would allow another to whom he is not at all infe- 
rior, to go to the right. With this remark, the observation of Ge- 
senius, will not be misunderstood,” —Biblisches Realworterbuch, u. 
S. f. p. 299, note *. Leipz, 1820. 


' 
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\ 
norant of his true nature; and the worship, of course; 
which they offer is not mere external homage, but spiri- 
tual worship and devotion. 


Nore L. P. 70. 


“The doxology or ascription of everlasting blessed- 
ness, (in Rom. ix. 5.) has been objected to, for this rea~ 
son, that it is every where applied to the Father; and 
ought not therefore to be understood of Christ. in a sin- 
gle passage. But this is repeated in Heb. xiii. 21. ; 
and also in 1 Pet. iv. 11. So that we see, it does not 
depend upon one place. Some add to these, 2 Tim. iv. 
18. Jude 25. which are not so clear. But all doubt 
vanishes as to 2 Pet. iii. 18. Rev. i. 6. and v. 8—14; 
unless we not only deprive those two books of canonical 
authority, but. also very absurdly refuse to let them be 
elucidated, by comparing them with other places.” — 
Author's Note. On Rom. ix. 5. we have already re- 
marked ; see Note D. p. 243. In Heb. xiii. 21. there 
can be little doubt, but that the relative to whom refers 
to Christ, the last antecedent ; and in 1 Pet. iv. 11. the 
reference is unquestionable. I can discover no reason, 
why the passages from 2 Timothy and from Jude should 
be pronounced “not so clear.” If we admit xvgis and 
owrne in the New Testament to apply to Christ, nothing 
can be more plain, than the reference of these passages 
to him, 


Nort M. P. 72. 


Whatever may be thought of the author’s assertion, 
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as applied to modern times, (and it is a point upon 
which I do not feel myself called to pronounce an opin- 
ion, ) there can be no doubt of its correctness, in respect, 
to the injunctions and practice of the Jewish law. By 
that law, blasphemy was denounced as a capital crime, 
cognizable by the civil magistrate,—or rather, I should 
say, by the judicial council of the Jews,—like any other 
offence against the rules and order of civilized society, 
Lev. xxiv. 16. See Commentaries on the Laws of Moses, 
by Sir J. D. Michaelis, translated by Dr A, Smith, B. 
v. 201. 


. 


Nore N. P. 83. 


From the language of the Apostle in this verse, a 
most ingenious and powerful argument in favour of the 
doctrine of the atonement has been deduced by Dr 
Wardlaw, in a volume of Sermons recently published, 
After showing, from the apostle’s words, that it was his 
intention to give in this verse a recapitulation of the 
leading doctrines which “he had delivered unto” the 
Corinthians; Dr W. proceeds to prove, that, upon the 
Socinian interpretation of the words, the apostle instead 
of recapitulating the doctrines of the gospel, only states 
the evidence which proved his gospel to be true. 

* Christ’s ‘dying for our sins,’ then, according to 
the class of interpreters I have just referred to, means 
simply, that his death confirmed that doctrine, by adher- 
ence to which forgiveness of sins and eternal life are ob-« 
tained. Well: suppose the interpretation correct. Still 
Christ’s ‘ dying for our sins,’ forms no part of the doc- 
trine itself, in support and confirmation of which he 
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died, and adherence to which leads to pardon and life. 
Still, therefore, we have the question to ask, Where, in 
the statement contained in our text, is the doctrine 
which Paul had preached? How can we suppose a 
man to come forward...9d preface what he is going to 
say, with a formal intimation that he is about to remind 
the persons to whom he writes, of the doctrines they had 
before heard from his lips, and then, instead of follow- 
ing this intimation with any statement of doctrine, mere- 
ly to re-assure them that he by whom the truths they 
had received were first taught, the Founder of the chris- 
tian faith, had died to attest their divine authority. Un- 
less we would charge the inspired apostle with such ab- 
surdity or inadvertency, we must consider Christ’s dying 
for our sins as a point of doctrine, and not a mere fact 
in evidence, &c.” p. 7. The whole passage is worthy 
of the attentive perusal, and serious consideration, of all 
whose minds are in any way unsettled upon this point. 


Nort O. P. 96. 


The Pauline origin of the Epistle to the Hebrews, 
has been the subject of much learned and elaborate dis- 
cussion. The best work on the subject is one recently 
published by Professor Stuart of Andover, U.S. whose 
work on the Trinity, &c. has been already mentioned, 
p. 250; and entitled, ‘* 4 Commentary on the Epistle 
to the Hebrews,” 2 vols. 8vo. London, 1828. In the 
first volume of this work—a work which is, perhaps, 
unequalled in the English language as an exegetical 
commentary upon Scripture—the author, with great 
skill and patience, examines and refutes the objections 
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urged against the canonical authority and Pauline ori- 
gin of this Epistle. His conclusions are every where 
supported by the most convincing evidence; and the 
whole work exhibits indications of a highly acute, power- 
ful, and cultivated mind. 


Nore P. P. 104. 


If the reader is solicitous to see these objections stat- 
ed, and fully and ably refuted, he cannot do better than 
betake himself to the study of the masterly work of 
Archbishop Magee; ‘ Discourses and Dissertations on 
the Scriptural Doctrines of Atonement and Sacrifice,” 2 
vols. 8vo,—to Dr Smith’s “‘ Four Discourses on the Sa- 
crifice and Priesthood of Christ,” &c. a work worthy of 
the pen which produced the Scripture Testimony ; and 
to Dr Wardlaw’s Discourses on the Socinian Controversy, 
4th edit. To the younger and less experienced reader, 
let me particularly recommend the last named work, as 
combining all the acuteness and discrimination of the 
first, with all the piety and seriptural correctness of the 
second, whilst it is more simple, and perspicuous than 
either. 


Note Q. P. 164. 


This passage, which affords so very strong a proof of 
the pre-existence of Christ, and presumption of his di- 
vinity, has been much assailed by Socinians. They have 
endeavoured to get over it, by translating it, ‘ who, 
though rich, for your sakes was poor, that ye, &c. ;” and 
referring it to his state while on earth, as “ rich in mi- 
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raculous powers, which it was at his option to employ 
for his own benefit ;” but choosing for their sakes to 
live in poverty. This strange interpretation they at- 
tempt to defend, 1. By asserting that the verb rruytuw, 
signifies not to become poor, but to be poor ; and that it 
should be here translated in accordance with this latter 
meaning. But this is denied, as many instances may be 
furnished from the LX X. ofits being used in the former 
of these senses; see Judges vi. 6.; Psal. xxxiii. (xrviv. ) 
10.; Prov. xxiii. 21., &c. Smith, vol. ii. 400. 2. 
They assert that the tense here used is the Aorist, which 
“ expresses a perfect action, in past definite time ; which 
time is ascertained}from theconnection. Christ ireayeves, 
was poor. When? sacuews dv, at the time when he was 
rich.” To the examination of this assertion, Dr Smith 
has devoted his usual attention and learning; and, I 
need hardly add, with his usual success. Without fol- 
lowing him in his remarks, it will be sufficient to quote, 
in opposition to this canon on the force of the Aorist in 
Greek, the statement of the learned and philosophic 
Thiersch. ‘The Greek tongue has peculiar forms to ex- 
press a past event on which the mind does not dwell for 
any continuance, but which it merely regards as in itself 
absolutely past, xjeovos aogio'res aoristus.” Gr. Gr. trans. 
by Sir D. K. Sandford, § Ixxxv., obs. 2. The same doc- 
trine is laid down by Buttman and Matthiae; and, 
with some difference of process, by Fischer and Hermann. 
See Scrip. Test, II. p. 403. 

But apart altogether from these grammatical inquir- 
ies, we may meet this interpretation upon general 
principles, and enquire, How is it possible for a creature 
to possess miraculous power which shall be at his own 
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regulation, and which he may, if he please, employ for 
his own aggrandisement? Or what is the meaning of 
such an assertion? Is it not God who in every case 
performs the miracle ; and is it;possible that that power 
which belongs only to him, can be delegated to a crea- 
ture, to be used as that creature may see meet? Im- 
possible: but if Jesus Christ while on earth, really pos- 
sessed miraculous powers, which were under his own di- 
rection; i. e. if he had the power, not merely of predict- 
ing a miracle, but actually the power of working it, then 
he must have possessed omnipotence—he must have been 
God. The apostles possessed miraculous gifts; but 
these enabled them to do nothing more than foretell the 
occurrence of a miracle, to produce which, however, they 
had no power. Taking Socinians upon their own 
ground, therefore, it appears that either Christ is God, 
‘or their interpretation of this verse is an absurdity. 


Nore R. P. 174. 


“ To the Heathens. That the apostles, from prudence, 
accommodated themselves, when among the Jews, to their 
doctrines, is already carried so far by some very learned 
divines, that they are for excluding from the true and 
pure doctrine of Jesus Christ, whatever was received in 
the schools of the Jews, (perhaps from among the Egyp- 
tians and Chaldeans;) and this must also include the end 
of the world, the resurrection of the dead, and the gene- 
ral judgment. Now, according to this rule, we must 
also set aside the doctrine of the immortality of the soul ; 
at least, that of the coming of a once promised Messiah, 
&c. But if so, what will remain? Indeed, this last 
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point is allowed without disguise, by the learned divine 
whom I have in view, who also declares, that he is not 
eonvinced of a supernatural influence in the apostles, and 
supposes that they did not agree fully with Christ re- 
specting the nature of his kingdom. But were these 
things admitted, the divine authority of their writings 
would fall to the ground; the evidence of which, this 
gentleman makes to consist merely in the purity of their 
moral doctrine. Now, is there not reason to fear, that 
such learned men measure’the sincerity of Jesus and his 
apostles by their own; to which they appeal, and which 
is the tribute they pay for teaching and defending Chris- 
tianity, only with a view to destroy it? How much bet- 
ter would it be to maintain, that whatever Jesus and his 
apostles said, as agreeing with the doctrine of the Jews; 
whatever they, not barely mentioned by way of allusion, 
but positively asserted, variously repeated and confirm- 
ed; was thereby separated and purified from the friyo- 
lous traditions, against which they so often and so se- 
verely inveighed! How little the ambassadors of Christ 
would concede, even in smaller matters, to the Jewish 
opinions! see Gal. ii. 3—14, &c. How much contempt 
and persecution might they otherwise have avoided! At 
any rate, to the heathen they could not, in their dis- 
courses and epistles, render themselves acceptable, by any 
doctrines of the Jews; nor by those of the resurrection 
and the general judgment, as Paul experienced with re- 
gard to Felix.”——Author’s Note. 


Nore S. P. 174. 


“A certain expositor understands here, by God's — 
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judging the world,” the enlightening of mankind by the 
doctrine of Christ,—such an illumination as shall be tri- 
umphant, and condemn all idolatrous and impious prin- 
ciples of the nations. To favour this view, Matt. xix. 
28. 1 Cor. vi. 2. are produced. But could Paul’s hear- 
ers understand the words in such a sense, which else- 
where is discovered only by the circumstances. There 
is not a word said of condemning doctrine, but of God’s 
judgment by a person; “a man,”’—a man no more 
living or teaching on earth; but whose personal arrang- 
ing of things, and lawful authority to judge, were “con- 
firmed to all by his resurrection from the dead.” There 
is no instructing or refuting judgment announced, but a 
righteous judgment: and it is limited to a certain pe- 
riod—an ‘ appointed day.” The above Scriptures, and 
many others, which speak of Christ’s coming again, and 
of the judgment, confirm the certainty of the usual and 
only consistent interpretation of the words. Hence, we 
may see the consequence of any one exercising his inge- 
nuity in giving to a single text relating to revealed doc- 
trine, an arbitrary meaning; without properly consulting 


a number of similar expressions, or parallel places.”— 
_ Author's Note. 


Nore T. P. 219. 


The terms, however, gught not to be rejected, when 
the things which they signify are proved and acknow- 
ledged, except better were to be found in human lan- 
guage. Scruples arise more particularly, respecting the 
term persons. It is not necessary to consider this term, 
as a metaphysical and scholastic invention of the old di- 
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vines; because it may have been derived from common. 
and civil life. To have a free will—to have property. 
to make a proposal—to bear witness—to have the rela- 
tion of equality, or of superiority, to other reasonable 
subjects, constitute a person. But such things are 
ascribed distinctly to the Father, to the Son, and to the 
Holy Ghost. For example, the Father and the Son are 
two distinct witnesses; while Christ, on the contrary, 
though possessed of a two-fold power of rational opera- 
tion, is but one witness, John viii. 16—18. For which 
reason, besides others, Christ is properly said to have two 
naturesin one person. Two important sciences, such as 
Metaphysics and Christian Theology are, never can, 
when properly consulted, be inconsistent. But prepos- 
session, or want of examination, may abuse the one to 
the injury of the other. Some philosophers have sup 
posed, that they could establish the doctrine of the Tri- 
nity from reason ; but their demonstration turned only 
on the distinction of properties, or powers, of a spirit; 
which does not come up to what the Bible reveals. On 
the contrary, some divines, despising all use of, and il- 
lustration from, metaphysics, have shewn that they did 
not penetrate deeply into that science. In the mean 
time, according to our ideas, the knowledge and defini- 
tion of those terms which belong to that part of meta- 
physics which is called Entology, (how generally soever 
they be there considered) owe their origin to particular 
experience, to observation, and to consequent compari- 
son. But ifso, it is not surprising, that the metaphysi- 
cal definition of a person, formed according to what we 
find in all persons that are finite, and known to us in 
nature, seeing they are always distinct, substantial beings; 
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cannot accurately and perfectly express the distinctions 
which are in the Eternal Being. There is perhaps rea- 
son to suspect that, through an abuse of metaphysics, 
those who differ from us, much rather than we, find 
great difficulties in acknowledging revealed religion.” 
Author's Note. 


\ THE END.~ 
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